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AN HISTORIC DECADE
1910-1920.

The Fourteenth Census of the United States was taken at the
close of a decade which future historians are likely to regard as
of far-reaching importance in the life of the Nation.

The early part of this ro-year period witnessed important but
peaceful economic changes, most of which were the result of con-
tinuing national development. In the summer of 1914 the sudden
outbreak of the great war in Furope began at once to affect the
nations not involved, especially the United States. As the decade
advanced, nation after nation entered the conflict, still further in-
luencing the cconomice condition of the United States, until this
country in turn concentrated all its vast available resources, human
and material, upon the task of winning the war.

So great had been the effort to organize and dispateh abroad
huge armies, and to concentrate man power arbitrarily at certain
points upon the production of supplies and means of transporta-
tion, that by January 1, 1920, a year after the armistice, the read-
justments necessary to restore the Nation (o normal conditions
were far from completed. It is, indeed, to be doubted whether
those population tendencies whiclt were in evidence as the decade
opened and which were rudely disturbed a few years later by
exciting world eveuts will ever be fully resumed.

Before considering actual changes in the population and in its
racial and geographic distribution which oceurred in this 1o-year
period, it is necessary to an unusual degree to have clearly in mind
as a general background some of the principal economic changes
which occurred during the decade, many of which directly affected
the increase or decrease of population.

T'wo composite views of the United States, one a picture of the
Nation in 1910, the other a picture taken in 1920, would show
extraordinary diflerences—diferences far greater than similar
composites at other and corresponding periods, except perhaps in
1860 and 1870. Comparison of social and economic conditions at
the beginning of the decade with those at the end would surely
reveal surprising differences. A normal development was to have
heen expeeted, but beyond this normal rute of expansion anexternal
foree, the World War, entered iuto the situation, revolutionizing
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16 INCREASE OF POPULATION: l‘)l(‘]«l")ZO.

and reorganizing industrial and social life cmd making the decade
one full of abnormal changes.

Thus an orderly analysis of the growth of population in the
United States from 1910 t0 1920 proves of especial interest and
importance, since in addition to those facts connected with
increase or decrease which a census always records, the returns of
the Fourteenth Census reflect many of the population changes
produced by the war.

No period of serious business depression occurred during the
entire decade. By 1910 the country had cuite recovered from the
severe effects of the depression of 1907, and business continued
fairly steady and undisturbed until the depression of early rgrd.
This depression was intensified by the outhreak of the World War,
but from the middle of 1915 the demand for agricultural and man-
ufactured products which grew out of the war sent the industries
of the Nation by 1916 to entirely new levels, Lxtreme activity
and somewhat artificial prosperity continued until the end of the
decade.  This period was interrupted in the beginning of 1919 by
a decided slowing up ol business immediately after the signing of
the armistice, but the downward moveient was soon checked, and
the year 1920 began with a fuvorable ontlook.  The decade, there-
fore, from the standpoint of business, was an unusual one.  That
there would have been marked expansion, even without the war, 13
probably true.  Markets were being extended in foreign countries,
natural resourees were being opened up, new sources of power dis-
covered, new methods of production introduced, and scientilic
management and efliciency engineering were becoming factors in
business organization, Capital equipment had greatly increased,
and the development of electric railways, the automobile, tele-
phone, wireless, and parcel post made the decade exceptional;
while the creation of the Federal Reserve and Ifederal Farm Loan
Systems facilitated industrial and agricultural developtuent.

With the outbreak of the war, a demand arose for manufac-
tured products sucht as the country never before had been called
upon to meet, An averaga‘ of fudex numbers of volume of pro-
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duction stands at 92 for 1910 and 120 for 1918, an increase of
over 3o per cent. These figures indicate the physical volume of
products quite apart from their value. This exceptional develop-
ment, from its very nature, must not only have affected the growth
of population but also have caused some redistribution within
the country.

The war also changed the relative importance of various indus-
tries. Many readjustments were necessary, based on a “war"
scale of wvalues, since profuction for military needs bears little
relation to production for normal requirements. Moreover, com-
modities which had been in limited demand were suddenly
required in large quantities.  Mane otlier industries were indi-
rectly, but greatly, stimuluted. Some, indeed, were actually
created, such as the manufacture of certain chemicals and dyes.

Mining operations, especially those relating to copper, zine,
and lead, were expanded to their utmost capacity, drawing many
thousands of people to areas hitherto sparsely settled.  These
changes resulted in cousiderable redistribution of population.
Cities doubled in size, and entirely new towns sprang up to accom-
modate workers in shipbuilding and other plants. A Federal
Housing Corporation was organized which constructed towns at
short notice.  Great nuwmbers of Negroes migrated from their
homes in the South to industrial cities of the North in response
to the insistent demand for unskilled labor.

Although it i true that, in the main, the industries so magnified
had begun by 1920 to swing back toward prewar conditions, yet
when the census was taken the effect of this tremenclous readjust-
ment was still visible.

Certain industries in carly stages of development in 1910 grow
abnormally during the decade. Doubtless they would have
grown to large production had the period been entirely peacefud,
hut the war added artificial stimulus,  The number of telephones
in the country more than doubled.  The mintion-pictuare industry
grew to surprising importance, The production of automobiles
jumped over 1,200 per cent in 1o years. ‘To the motor industry
almost exclusively can be attributed the achievement of the city
of Detroit in more than doubling its population, reaching prac-
tically a million inhabitants, and the great increase during the
decade i the number of persons gainfully employed in the entire
state of Michigan.

1070—20—2



18 INCREASE OF POPULATION: 1910-1920.

Although the automobile, by reducing the isolation of rural
life, made the {arm more attractive, there is no clear evidence
that it retarded the movement from country to city. It is
equally significant that the motor truck and farm tractor reduced
the amount of labor and time necessary for the cultivation of
farms and thereby made it possible for the number ol persons
engaged in agriculture o be reduced without material change in
crop production,

Agriculture during this period, however, was subject to many
forces other than the introduction of the automobile and tractor.
The development and application of scientific methods, the exten-
sion of Government projects of irrigation and homesteading, the
creation of the Federal Farm Loan System, and the technical
developments of the period, all made greater crop production a
possibility. DPut far beyond these in its influence was the abnor-
mal demand for agricultural products, due to the elimination by
the war of certain Furopean agricultural areas as sources of
supply. The “war garden” movement in the cities was sympto-
matic of the movement for greater production which appeared
everywhere in the United States.

Powerful forces were at work during the decade for the develop-
ment of cities.  The war called insistently for a greater variety and
farger volume of products. This greater volume of oytput could
he obtained either by more rapid work and longer working days by
those already employed or by an increase in the number employed.
Industrial establishments were located principally in cities, and so
cities everywhere offered work to all at high wages and under
improved working conditions. An increased number of workers,
in turn, required more people to serve them.

Changes in population during the decade, however, were by 1o
means confined to those arising from agriculture and other lines of
industry; immigration and emigration, as well as internal migra-
tion, were important factors. ‘These also were greatly influenced
by the war or were the direct result of it. Imumigrants entering
the country during the first five years of the decade averaged about
900,000 per annum; during the last five years, 1915-1919, they
averaged only a quarter of a million per aunwm, less than one-
third as many. This sudden check in the number of immigraits
affected definitely the population increase for the decade: in fact,
it was one of the largest factors limiting population growth.
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Emigration in the decade from 1910 to 1920 had a considerable
¢ffect on population. At the call of their native countries, large
numbers of the foreign horn left the United States. These men
were principally residents of castern cities.  The influence of this
factor 1s clearly seen in the reduced percentuges of inerease for
maost eities in spite of the great influx of the rural element.

Over 4,000,000 men, most of whom were withdrawn from agri-
culture and other industries, entered the military and naval
services in 1917 and 1918, These men were taken for a consider-
able period from their homes and plunged into an entirely new
environment. Out of an approximate total of 4,000,000 men
under arms, more than 2,000,000 were transported to Turope.
A large number never returned,  The extent to which this phage
of the war reduced the birth rate and caused permunent change
of residence is not yvet fallvy apparent,

The inereased denruid for Tabor, arising {ram the expansion of
mdustry, while at the same time the availaile sapply of labor was
reduced, afforded opportunity for many women to hecome wage
curners wider exceptionally favorable conditions,  Old prejudices
against women's capaeity as industrial workers abated.  The
importance of thiv change is not yvet evident, it sueh inercasing
acuvity on the part of women in industry must effect definite
results in family life, and therehy influence future population
changes.

T'o those who helieve that conditions of hiving and warking are
factors affecting population growth, the decade offered o number
of interesting developments, namely: The Federal child-labor
law; the general decrease 1 the length of the working day; the
movement toward safety and aceident prevention; the develop-
ment of community and wellare work; the attempts to meet the
housing problem in systematic fashion; and finally a period of
unusually general employment, high wages, and husiuess activity.

Until 1900 the flow of populution was mainly westward,  From
that census it appeared that the current had slackened, and
changes of population hecame more dependent upon isolated
developments in different sections of the country, such as irriga-
tion, the settlement of Oklahoma, orcharding i the far North-
west, and the mining and oil discoveries of the Southwest. The
Central states and the South grew in industrial importance.  The
eddies and currents of population tended increasingly to follow
changing industrial development.,  This nuturally led to an ac-
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celerated increase in urban population. It remained for the
decade under consideration to record an aggregate population in
the 68 cities of 100,000 inhabitants and over, so great that they
comprised more than one-quarter of the entire population of the
United States, This tendency has, as suggested, kept pace with
the industrial development—in fact, has heen guided largely by
it.  But the tendency of the American people to concentrate in
cities was stimulated by the war, and cconomically is probably
the most important development indicated by the IFourteenth
Census,
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GROWTIH O POPULATION IN THIE UNITED STATIES
BETORI THIE FOURTEENTH CENSUS.

The population of the United States in 1920 was 27 times as
great as that returned at the Iirst Cemsus, 130 years before.
This record of remarkable increase has been discussed fully in
census reports and by many statisticians and others interested
in the growth of the Nation. Some reference, however, to past
rates of growth is essential in order to make possible an intelligent
consideration of the rate of increase hetween 1910 and 1920.

TABLE 1,-—POPULATION OF THE UNITED STATES, Wit DICENNIAL

INCREASE! 17001920,

' o .
CENSUS VEAR, | Populution. J“li‘:}l_‘:g;:ﬁ"'"‘l 1;?:;:;5‘:&:’[

!
I700. tt it ‘- 3,020,214 Jooaoa., P N P .
T8O0. vt 5,308,483 1,379,200 35.1
TBI0. e ' 7,230,881 1,031,308 30.4
18200 : 0,038,453 7,308,572 33.1
830 o i 12,806,020 3,227,507 33.5%
WBLO. i 17,000,453 4,203,433 32.7
TEEO. v i 23,101,876 6,122,423 35.0
IBO0. o ! 31,443,321 8,251,445 35.0
IB70. o e k ' 50, 818,440 V8,375,128 26,6
880, e ; 50, 155,783 110,337,334 126.0
00, oo s [ 02,047,714 12,901,031 25.5
TOOD. ttt ittt s 75,004,575 . 13,040,801 20,7
BOTO. v it : 01,072,200 15,977,091 21,0
TO20. it vttt s : 105,710,620 13,738,354 .4

U Estimated correction for error in census of akgo.

The first 70 years of census taking in the United States (1790 Lo
1860) disclosed o fairly uniform inerease in population of about
one-third every 1o years. ‘This uniformily created an impression
which became quite general, especially among those unfamiliar
with the factors limiting population change, that a one-third
increase per decade was a *‘natural” or normal rate of growth for
the United States, and could be confidently expected to continue.
Tiven so thoughtful a student of national affairs as President Lin-
coln fell into the error of regarding this long-continued and roughly

271



22 INCREASE OF POPULATION: 1910-1920,

uniform increase as a sule proportion by means of which to project
the growth of the country’s population well into the future,
This subject evidently deeply impressed Mr., lincoln. In his
first annual message he said: ““There are already amoug us those
who, if the Union be preserved, will live to sece it contain
250,000,000."  In his second annual message he predicted
187,000,000 inhabitants in the United States in rg20.!

The uniformly high rate of increase during the period 1790 to
1860 was the direct result of the expansion of a new nation by an
extremely virile and fertile race. At the First Census, 1790, chil-
dren under the age of 16 averaged almost exactly three per white
family.* This surprisingly high proportion demonstrates without
need for further proof the unusual fertility of the so-called native
stock, which apparently continued with little diminution until the
end of this period. Prior to 1860 the United States was practi-
ally in the pioneer stage; land was plentiful, agriculture was the
veneral occupation, life was stmple.  Fconomic conditions, ways
of living, and the natural inclinations of a plain people made the
family the most important institution of the time. The rearing
of large families was the normal and proper objective of life.
Dut the Civil War brought this early petiod to a close, and wus
followed by anera of readjustment and a great industrial awaken-
ing, This was stimulated by new inventions and the wider
application of such earlier ones as the steam engine, by develop-
ment of techmical methods, and by the rapid construction of
ailroad systems,  Coincidentally with the development of in-
dustry and the great accumulation of wealth, came many so-
cial changes. Old ideals tendled to viel! to new ones.  Increas-
ing complexities of {ife and more alluring opportunities for personad
gratification appeared and mudtiplied while at the same time the
urgent need for large families steadily decreased.  These and tmany
other factors contributed after 1860 to bring about the continued
decline in the rate of population increase.

1t was not wabil after the Civil Waur that thiore was o burge infla

L Richardson, Messages of the Presidents, VI, pp. 58, 138,

*The average number of children under x6 per family, for all classes of the popu-
lation, in 1geo was o trifle less than 1.z, (The corresponding average for swhite
families in 1920 has not been cotaputed ) Census  families ' differ somewhat from
natural famities, in that the [ormer include certain ceonnmie groups, such as boarders
or lodgers in hotels, boarding houses, and lodging lowses, aad nmates of institutions,
who are not related by blood,
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of immmigrants whose racial antecedents differed from those of the
people who constituted the great bulk of the population at the
time of the Ifirst Census. The increased numbers of foreigners
who sought the United States seemingly should have tended to
raise the percentage of population increase; instead, the rate of
increase actually declined. As the industrial life of the Nuation
developed and as living became more complicated, especially in
rapidly growing cities, still further declines in the per cent of
increase of the national population appeared from decade to
decade, with one exception, The Thirteenth Census showed a

CoMPARISON O¥ RaArr or INCREASE IN Torarn PoeruratioN wita Ratr or CHANGEH
or IMMIGRATION: 1850-1920,
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slight inerease over the rate shown for the previous census.
was Lhe direct result of the great influx of immigrants from tgoo
10 1910—a number in the aggregate so farge as to raise the rate
of population increase shown in 1910 and thus to be capable of
overcoming for the decade the general tendencey toward a declining
ute of growtl,

‘I'he narrative of population growth in the United States prior
o 1920 is hardly complete without reference to the effect of
territorial expansion,  Although the total arca of the United
Stales in 1790 was 867,080 square miles, the First Census taken
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in that year, covered only 417,170 square miles,! the remainder
being so sparsely populated that it was impracticable to canvass
it. In this area of a little more than 400,000 square miles—
scarcely equal to the combined areas of California and Texas—
which contained practically the entire population of the country in
1790, there were enumerated 45,379,381 persons in 1920, as coni-
pared with a total of 60,331,239 in the remainder of the country,
consisting of 450,000 square miles belonging to the United States
in 1790 but not enumerated, together with over 2,100,000 square
miles added since 1790,

TABLE 2.—GROWTH OF POPULATION IN AREA ENUMERATED IN 1790,
WrTH GROWTH IN REMAINDER oF CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES:
1790-1920,

POPULATION OF AREA BNUMERATED ROPULATION OF REMAINDLR
IN 17090, OF CONTINENTAL UNITED STATISS Y
CENSUS VHAR, -
Number. ]:‘l:tfﬁ’l"i"[ Number, I;flitﬁﬁ."[
3,920,214 P
5,247,385 33.5 | Gryrz8 ...l
G, 779, 368 .2y 460, 573 06535
8,293, 86y 22.3 1,344, 584 91.9
19,240,232 23.8 } ‘2,625,788 05.3
11,781, 28 15.0 t 4g,288,222 101.4
T 506, 584 3.7 NoOue, agn 63.0
17,320,157 ILNTI Ly, Ty, 104 03.9
109,087, 504 ta.b ] 18, 850, 80y 3347
23,025,039 21.5 26,230, 14 39.0
* 28,788,321 17,8 34,750,393 | 32.5
33,553,030 1.0 42,440,045 22,1
30,930,335 9.0 52,041,033 22,6
45:379,381 | 13.0 60,331,239 15.9

I Area belonging to the United States but not enumerated iu 1590, together with area added since x990.

2 Including 5,318 persons stationed abroad, iu the noval serviee of the United States.

3 Including 6,100 persons stationed abroad, in the naval service of the United States,

4 The population of Indian reservations, first enumerated in 18ge, 15 here ineluded with that of the areas
in which located.

Inspection of Table 2 shows that the percentages of increase of
population in the area covered by the First Census and in the
remainder of the country, which percentages at earlier periods
bore no resemblance to each other, tended toward similarity as
the added area was developed and populated, and that at the
census of 1920 they differed less than at any previous census.  “The
increase during the last decade in the original area was slightly
less than the increase for the entire country, while that for the
added area was slightly larger,

"‘m:l;h 15 Irf‘l n«;\;; .com])riéés}\/lniﬂeu, Néw llzuﬁpshire. Vermont, Massachusctts, Rhode
Island, Comnceticut, New York, New Jersey, Pumsyivania, Delaware, Maryland,
District of Columbia, Virginia, West Virgindo, North Caroling, Southh Caroling, Ken-
tucky, Temssee, and part of Georgia,
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The record of population change duriug the 130 years of American
census taking indicates remarkably steady growth for the first 70
vears, followed by a lower but equally steady rate of increase for
30 years (from 1860 to 1890), a still lower rate during the next
two decades, and a gharp decline in the rate from 1910 to 1920,
Indeed, were the decrease in the rate of increase shown in 1920
as compared with 1910 to be repeated in 1930, the increase at the
Iifteenth Census would be but 8.8 per cent; and if it continued to
sink as sharply after that year, increase would cease and decrease
begin before 1950, This serves to illustrate the marked change
which occurred in the percentage of inerease from 1910 to 1920 in
comparison with those ol earlier decades. I, however, due
allowance were made for the effect of {mmigration, the decline in
the rate for 1910 to 1920 as comparcd with the rates for preceding
decades would be less pronounced, as will be scen from Table 39
(p. 152), which shows for each decade the rate of natural nerease
due to excess of births over deaths, exeept (o the extent to which
the widening of the area of cnumeration at certain censuses was o
{actor,

GrowTit 0F PaPULATION IN ARKA INUMERATUD IN 1590, WITH GROWTH IV

REMAINDER 0¥ COUNTRY: I790-1g20.
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It is reasonable, therefore, to expect that future censuses will
continue to show moderate rates of increase characteristic of
rather fully settled countries.!

' The rutes of inerease in population for England, Belgium, Yrance, Italy, and Ger-

many for the latest normal ro-year periods for which figures are availuble were as
{ollows:

Der cent
COUNTY, Leriod, ol

increuse,
Bugland, oo 1001~ 19Ty 100§
Relgium, . R - 19001910 10,9
Prance 1901=-1511 Ih
Italy.... 1901-191 ¢ V6.6
Germany ., . 1900~1910 152

! Adjusted to upply to exuel ro-year period,  Rate for 1o years, 4 months, 6.8 per cent.
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INCREASE OF POPULATION IN NATION AND STATLS.

I'rom 1910 to 1920 the number of inhabitants of the United
States increased 13,738,354. Great as this increment was, that
which occurred from r9oo to 1910 exceeded it, being the largest
decennial increase so far attained, nearly 16,000,000, Fourtcen
millions, however, the iucrease in round nuwmbers from 1910 to
1920, exceeded all previous increases except that shown in oo,
and suggests the immense proportions to which the population of
the United States has attained. So great, indeed, is it that the
net additions to the Nation over deaths and departures for the last
ro-vear perind averaged nearly 4,000 persons per day.

PERCENTAGE O NATTONAL INCREASE,

The mere increase from rgto to 1920 was greater than the
entire population of the Republic in 1830; it wus cqual Lo more
than twice the total population of New FEngland in rgro; it almost
equaled the aggregate poputation of 2t of the 48 states in 1920,
Aud yet, although the figure denotes a population growth of such
dimensions, its significance Hes not in the fact that it wus so
large but rather in the fact that it represented the smallest per-
centage of incrcase ever reported by a Federal census. From
1900 to 1910 the rate of increase was 21 per cent; from rgro t
1920 but 14.9 per cent; and this low record compares sharply with
the previous low rate, 20.7 per cent, shown for the decade 890
to 1900,

The extremely low rate of population increase for the last
decade was a continuation of the tendency previously pointed
out as having become marked since 1870 but which had never
before been so prouotuiced,

The decline in immigration was, of course, one of the chief
causes which lowered the rate of inerease.  Had the average un-
uual immigration and emigration throughout the entire decardle
heen the same as for the five-year period ended June 3o, 1915,

Uit s, the period of five fiseal years which most closely wpproximutedt the tist
had! of the period between the Thirteenth and Tourteenth Census dates.

3
~1
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the population enumerated m 1920 would have been nearly
108,000,000 instead of 105,710,620, and the rate of increase would
have been a little more than 17 per cent instead of 14.9 per cent.
Thus the decline in immigration during the period from the out-
hreak of the war to the taking of the Fourteenth Census was an
mfluential factor in the lowering of the percentage of increase;
but even had immigration continued at a record rate throughout
the decade, the percentage of the national population increase
still would have been lower than that shown by any previous
census of the United States.

Another method by which 1o examine the influence of immigra-
tion upon increase of population is to eliminate fluctuation by
taking some such decade as 1890 to 1900 as a standard and by
caleulating the rates of increase for succeeding decades on the
basis of anetimmigration which would contribute the same propor-
tiom of population increase that it actually did contribute between
1dgoand 1goo,  Thus adjusted, the contbined rate of increase would
liawve heen 20.7 per cent for 189010 1900, 18 per cent for 1900 to r9ro,
and 15 per cent for 1910 to 1920; and of the increase during each
decade a trille fess (han three-fourths would have been due (o
excess of hirths over deaths among the population enumerated at
the beginning of the decade, and slightly more than one-fourth to
excess of innmigration over emigration plus excess of births over
deaths in the familics of the immigrants after arrival in this
country. That is 1o say, during 1890 to 1900 the natural increase
i the population would have been 15.2 per cent and the increase
due to immigration would have been 5.5 per cent; between 1900
and 1910 the two sources of increase would have yielded 13.2 per
cent and 4.8 per cent, respectively; and between 1910 and 1920,
11 per cent and 4 per cent, respectively.

Both these computations go to show that were immigration
cither less Nuctuating or were it even increased to the
highest rate yet known, still the percentage of national
increase  would tend  downward.,  Hence the percentage of
merease for the last decade (14.9) takes on much significance,
sinee it indicates a definite slowing down in the rate of national
population inerease, The results of immigration restriction if
continued throughout the next decade, coupled with a continua-
tion of the tendency already recognized toward lessened inecreasc
of the Awmerican people, suggest that the Fifteenth Census will
siiow w rate of increase probably even lower than that hrought
out by the Fourteenth Census,
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TaBLE 3. I.\UU,.\HI' OF POPULATION, BY DIVISIONS AND STATES:
19101020,

| POPULATION,
{ .- INVREASI, Prer
| 1910 TO 1920, eent of
DIVEAON AND REATE. re ria :’ cr;:\lsc.‘
i e | ‘1‘cr ) Ier | o lzéﬁfn
! (N DIT)
| Number. feentof | Number,  [eent of | Nuwmber, CINL\{
total, total, '
i ' I
UNITED STATES, 0. . : 103, 710, H30 | 120,0 UL AT 00 10 TR TR AL LA ge0 f 2002
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Mountain.,...oovennnes 3330, 101 Jer 033,517 209 702, 584 26, 7 57
Pacilic..oovoneviveinnnn 5500, 871 83 | 4y 102, 304 PR I, 314507 aad |l e
Nuw LNcLann: { ! !
Matinte, . 763,014 [ ", 37t o8 13,043 a5 I ()
New IlummlurL.. . 443, o8y [ 430 872 o5 ! 12,811 2y [ A f
Vermont,.,....,.. a5, 428 o} 255,050 O 4 ~3 518 | —roll aoh
]\!nﬁ.-enchusctl.»- 2 852,180 3.0 APRUG L] 37 485,040 | ERK) ? 20,0
Rhode Tsland 604, 307 o.f | 44, 010 0.0 o1, 787 14 | atnts
Connecticut 1 W BT b T 1Ly, 750 o2 g, 873 2.9 L2007
MipuLyg ArLaNn : i
Noew Vork .., 10, 385, 227 o8 ! 0y, 614 N 1,071,013 ’ rypo ! 2301
New Jorses 185,500 3.0 3y 817,107 a8 I [IE AT aed KETR
Pennsyhvania,, 8, 740,017 B2 7,008, 111 8.3 1, 08,4, 4ob iy 8 i 210
Hast Normi LlN'l R ,
Ohio.. [ 702 003,473 20,4 4.7
Tndiana. ad REEI ogl wo
Ilinvis..., ... . (3, 435, 290 th 1 ! c 0|-“. A01 ] My tidg ¢ tgea b e
Michipan . o nhs, gy sl ¥lo, 13y 3ot Hi¥oa I REIN 11
Wisconsin, - 2,000 007 IR S 333 800 45 208, 9y 108 12.%
Wust Nartu CNTRAL '
Minnesotu ARy 1 EIK] 2,075, ,M a0 Ay 150 At
Towa... 1y 404, 001 L 220,971 mog! LI 130 Bl en
Mixsou . . 1 d04, 03 G FYEULIREE 300 110,710 doa o
North Dakota. . . a0, 873 o §77, 056 o i 0, 810 11 Ba. R
South Dukota, i, 547 ot 583, 883 @6 52,6050 ) aid
Nebraska, .., ., 1,200, 171 t2 1,92ty LA oy sk | K 1.d
Kunsas, . 1) 500,285 1.7 1) 0000, Gy 8 28308 g0 1l £5.0
SOUTH ATLANTIC! ! 1
Delaware, 333,001 o' 202,332 0.2 20,081 . | 9.
Maryland,, 4449, 001 oy ! 1, 205, 340 14 154, 313 110y 0.
Distriet of (,ulumh \..., PREIES 0. 331,000 o dq 10, 502 REDE] ‘ 1R 3
Virginin, . ,..,.. . 0,109, 187 22 3,001, 612 EIRS mw,wq 1.0 Ie.oa
West Vnumu. 1, afi3, 701 1y 1,231, 11y eyl 9.9 ‘ 24
North Carolinu. 4y 550,123 240 2 000,287 24 i tino |l th. g
htmlh(.\rnhnn.. 1,085,072 Pont 1, 518, 400 b gl [ AT
Ceorgia,, ..., Ay . ERC by I LB 1o [
Florida. . 9:.1..‘;-0 oy 733,01y o 8 |l atg, 850 EET a4
Tast SoUTIX CRNTRAL I it
kcuuuky oty 610 2l 1, 289, 00§ 2.5 126,728 g ! 6.6
Tennessee IR FIN) 2y 184, 78y 2 133,000 e, st
Alab Ulhl 3, 34% 00 2.2 a2, 138,003 203 ! ato, ot PR then
Mis 1y 10, H1 1.y LT Iy o }; fhqol L 00y 158
Wist humu (.m'rn\ i i
Arkansas 5,754,000 ty 18740 449 [t ViTeTAd 1! 2.0
Louisiana 1, 798, 509 oy 1, 056, 388 18 \ [ RN B S0 T
Olklahon Y ITh 1.y 1,687, 158 8 D3R eyt iy
Texas..., FRITRRE g d0h, 2 o2 s «tin, HRO FOTII s
MounTam: . !
Mogtana.,......... 548, 880 0.3 I 376,083 o4 |, 172,830 ah.a i
Tdaho,o.ooo vl A31, 800 04 ! 328, 594 0.4 ohy | ozl
Wyoning,, ... 194, 402 [:3¥} 145,905 o i 48,4037 _n 1
Colorado . 030,629 0.9 00, 024 0.9 | 143,05 1
New Mexico. L Aho, 3do a3 337,301 aq | 33,049 m.
Arlmnd....,.. V! 334,108 [ 204, 334 el [N 03,3
Utah, . . . 4, J0h [ 3135 o1, 20,043 1 2044
Nevada. . ] 77,407 o1 81,855 o —~ 408 | 5.5
Paciie: (
Washington. . ..., 1,356,621 1.3 1, 141,000 2 arq, 031 Wty
Oecopn .., .. ! [ ATRRL o8 a5y, ha 0.7\ 11,0y ey b ey
Califuruia, . . . RPE PRI R L3770 549 2,0 1,049,312 | At b [
; .

LA minns sipn (=) denotes decrease,
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INCREASE BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS.

Upon advancing the analysis of population inerease fronn the
Hation as a whole to geographic divisions, it appears frown Table
3 that from 1910 to rgzo the general migration of population
westward decidedly slackened and that population changes dur-
mg the decade were irregular, showing less evidence of a well-
defined geographic tendency than was shown in the previous dec-
ade. In general, they were dependent on industrial development.

RaTI OF POPULATION INCREASE IN THE UNITED STATHS, BY JIVISIONS:
10001020,

PER CENT
40 80 80

FACIFIC
MOUNTAIN
EAST NORTH CENTRAL

L A A

MIDDLE ATLANTIC
SOUTH ATLANTIC
NEW ENCLAND

WERSEARNE 1010 YO {020
222727 1800 To 110

WEST NORTH CENTRAL
EAST SOUTH CENTRAL

The Mountain and Pacific divisions continued to show higher
percentages of increase than did other sections of the country,
hut for the decade 1910 to 1920 these rates were sharply reduced
as compared with the preceding decade, - Whereas at the previous
census 10 of the 11 states in these two divisions showed rates
of increase more than twice the average for the entire country,
at the recent census only § of the 11 could be so classified.

The division of most significance is the Ilast North Central,
consisting of Ohio, Indiana, Ilinois, Michigan, and Wisconsin.
This division alone, of the nine into which the country is divided,
showed a rate of increase from rg1o to 1920 higher than for the
previous decade. 1t is much more than a coincidence that within
this same area occurred the notable industrial expansion of the
period.  In contrast with the rapid growth in the Ifast North
Central group was the very low rate of increase reported by the
Fast South Central division. A considerable northward migra-
tion of Negroes from the South during the war naturally increased
the rate shown in the one region at the expense of the other,
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RATE OF INCREASE BY STATES.

Of the 48 states which compose the Union, 45 reported increases
of population from 1910 to 1920,

The percentage of fucrcase in 2o states execeeded that for the
United States. Jédght of these loy cast of the Mississippi and 12
west of it.  Twelve states, or one-~quarter of all, reported increases
exceeding 20 per ceut.  They were:

Arizona. ... .. ... 3.5 Idaho, o000 0000 32,6 Connecticut. ... .. 23. 0
Montana, .......... 46,0 | Michigan. . ........ so.3{ Okldhoma. . . ... .. 22,4
Californin, ......... 4.1 Florida, ... 0L 28.7({Ohio. oo 20, 8
Wyoniing. ... ..... 33.2|New Jursey....... o | Utahe ool 2009

At the other extreme, the 12 states which cither showed the
lowest percentages of inerease, or actually decreased, were:

Tncrease. Diecrease.
Louistana. ..., 8.0 Kentueky....... » 505 | Mississippi. ..o ooy
Indlinow. ..o 8oy P Kansas, oo 406 [ Vermont, L 1o
Towa, . ..o 81 Y Maine. . . 305 | Nevada. .. ... ...... 53
Tenpessee ., ..., 7.0y Missonri, Lo 3o

New Hampshire.... 2.9

With two exceptions, Indiana and Towa, the 12 states recording
the lowest percentages of increase, or deerease, show declines, in
most cases cousiderable, in rate of growth during the past decade.
Taken as a group, the 12 states registered an inerease of approxi-
mately 1,000,000 i 1920, as against 1,500,000 i igro.  With
the exeeption of the three northern New Ingland states, long
nearly stationary in population, and Nevada, traditionally
dependent on mining as the result of the recurring discoveries
of precious metals, the states showing loss or extremely low per-
centages of increase form an irregular group in the central and
southern parts of the United States. In all the states i ihis
group the rural arcas tended to decrease in population, and 1o
doubt contributed, from communities and industries not stimu-
lated by war conditions, to those, especially in the great central
industrial states near by, which urgently called for hoth skilled
anc unskilled labor. In Louistana, for example, much of the
shrinkage from the 19.9 per cent of increase from 1900 to 1910
to the 8.6 per cent shown in 1920 was due to the conversion of a
Negro increase of 63,000 in the earlier decade into a loss of over
13,000 in the later period. This, like similar losses i Negro
population reported by other Southern states, and elsewhere
more fully discussed, resulted directly from the exceptional con-
ditiong appearing {n the decade from 1y10 to 1920,



oo

.ﬂﬁ\\\\,

1

s

“STDISIAIP J1yATIBOIT MOYS (wew} SIUL] Aavag ey,
~3240 poe 7m0 1d og SRNR

-3med 12d g5 01 o EZZA

1% 1ad gg 03 g7 B%Y

-3mas 3ad oz 03 o1 B4

-3mad 33d pp meUY ST {1117

pagsasy Juad 1ad *asearde )

X3V N

\\

ISALVIC A 'NOILVIALOJ ‘IVIO], NI HSVAIOI(J O ESVIYON] 40 aIvy

32



6o k1

s,
s

f

£F

Srares Waicsn INCREASED SpicwTLY IN POPULATION, OR DECREASED: Toro—I 20,
34 £%

T - % o
S

B277] Increase less than 5 per cent,
B2 Increase 5 1o 10 per cent.
Decrease.

gg:w:’

T

A% e

R A P IAAA,
S -

RO I XL et AL S
e o R
N zg.«.é’ug.*.wa.'.‘.“

e o)
e s e

T DI R e e,
o R e Rt
2 T e
SN B
g R e

L Ry
TE




34 INCREASE OF POPULATION: 1910-1920.

The five states which show the highest percentages of increase
from 1910 to 1920 were all in the West, With the exception of
California each of these states had a small population, so that its
rate was sharply affected by a awmerical increase small in com-
parison with the inereases shown by many of the larger states,

The general causes for these highrates of growth in the five states
specified were evident. Irrigation, for example, added to the
farms of Arizona over 147,000 acres of fertile soil, or approximately
46 per cent.

This figure is of especial significance because of the fact that
nearly 66 per cent of the improved farm land in Arizona is subject
to irrigation. Still greater irrigation projects were undertaken
during the decade in other states, and exerted a decided influ-
ence upon population increase. California, with 1,555,000 acres
added during the decade to its improved farm laud by new irriga-
tion enterprises, and Xdaho, with 1,058,000 acres, showed the
greatest developments along these lines, Nevada, the one western
state in which an actual decrease in population took place, and in
which 4.4 per cent of all improved farm land is irrigated, showed
a decrease in irvigated acreage of 140,000, or 20 per cent, During
the decade over 35,000,000 acres in Montana and more (han
18,000,000 in California were taken up on original homesteading
grants.

These agricultural developments may also be measured in
other terms. The increase in the number of farms in the entire
country was 1.4 per cent. In comparison with this figure the
number of farms in Montana increased by 120 per cent, while in
Wyoming the increase was 43.3 per cent, in Idaho 36,7 per cent,
and in California 33.4 per cent. The increase in mere number of
farms, however, i3 not always significant.,  The number of farms
in Arizona, for example, ncreased 8.1 per cent, but the nwmber
of acres in the farms increased 3035.4 per cent. ‘The agricultural
resources of the West continue to be developed, but depend less
and less upon mere cultivation and more upon scientific assistance
such as irrigation.

‘T'here was considerable growth in the western cities, Los Angeles
being the striking example, with an increase of over a quarter of
a million persons during the decade. This merease was drawn
largely from distant states, and doubtless entailed no unwonted
drain upon rural California.



INCREASE 1N NATION AND STAEES. i3

While the first five states in order of yote of erease from 1910
10 1920 are in the Far West, the next four ave all east of the
Mississippi River, being, in order, Michigan, IMorida, New Jersey.
and Connecticut. The expansion of population in these stutes
was in all cases well ahove that of the country as a whole, The
growth of Michigan resulted in the main from the automobile
mdustry.  Tlorida developed its possibilities as an agricultural
state, although a comsiderable part of itg growth appeared in
Jacksonville, Tampa, and Pensacola. Moreover, Florida un-
doubtedly benefited by the change in the date of enumeration
from April 15 in 1910 to January 1 i 1920, ‘Fhe states of New
Jersey and Connecticut hoth dechiued somewhat in agriculture,
but expanded in population because of the war demands for
munitions, ships, and manufactured products,

NUMERICAL INCREASE,

In analysis of population changes 1t is cusiomary to utilize the
percentage as the conclusive measure of increase or decrvase.
Such measurement, however, reflects merely what has happened
m relation to a given base. 1 thatis small, population inereasce
may bulk large in percentage and very small in actual numbers,
Thus 11 1920 some of the largest percentages related to numerical
increases scarcely noticeable in the nations] inerease,  llence
mere percentage measurement may prove extrenely misleading.

Is the percentage of state increase a just measurement of popu-
lation change within the Union? After all, it has come abont
that in the broadest sense states are but geographic districts of a
great and united Nation,  Are not those who study the returns of
the Federal censuses as throwing lght upon national development
more concerned with actual numerical inerease or decrease, and
especially the distribution of the 14,000,000 additional inhabitants
recorded in 1920, than with mere percentage Huctuations?

If this be granted, it will be profitable to consider in some
detail numerical increase. Some states may he conspicuous in
both clagsifications, but it is to he cxpected that great centers of
population, however low their percentages of inerease, will con-
tribute the greater part of the total increase shown by the Nation,
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The 12z states which made the largest numerical contributions
toward the increase of nearly 14,000,000 reported in 1920 were as
follows, in the order of numbers contributed:

Total. ... 8,070,772 | Hlinois................o00 846, 689
it B A 13 1 1SN =66, 686

New York. .o 1,271,653 | New Jersey. ..o, 618,733
Pennsylvania, ., ... X, 054, o0 | Massachusetts. ...t 483, 940
California, . ........000 o 1,040,312 | Oklahomn. ....... e 371,128
Ohio..vviviiiiii i 992,273 | North Carolina. . ........ ... 352, 836
Michigan. . .............. . 858,230 | Minnesota, . ..oooovvoi . 311,417

These states, therefore, supplied about 9,000,000 of the entire
increase occurring from 1910 to 1920. Thus one-quarter of the
states contributed about two-thirds of the total population
growth, These obviously were the main sources or channels of
national increase.




1V,

STATES WHICH INCREASED BUT SLIGHTLY, OR
DECREASED, IN POPULATION.

In the preceding analysis 12 states have been specified as the most
liberal numerical contributors toward the national increase it 1920,
The 12 states at the other extreme must, of course, include the
three which reported actual decrease in population during the
decade. The list which follows is thus grouped in two parts:
states showing low numerical increase, and states showing decrease.

Increase. i Decrease,
Utah...oooveinnn 76,045 | New Mexico. . ... 33,040 Vermont........... 3,528
North Dakota. ... 6o, 810 | Maine............ 250643 Nevada . ... o 108
Rhode Island..... 61,787 | Delaware. o000 secoss Mississippi. oo 6, 408
South Dakota. ... 52,659 | New Humpshire.. 12,511
Wyoming......... 48 537 ;

Of those states in the group which showed increase, the highest,
Utah, contributed but 76,000; and the lowest, New Hampshire,
less than 13,000, The entire group of 12 states made a net con-
tribution of less than 400,000 persons to the inerease of 1.4,000,000
added to the national population from 1910 to r9zo. It is thus
of muel interest to observe at one extreme a group of 12 states
which together contributed nearly two-thirds of all the national
increase and at the other extreme a group of states equal in number
which together contributed but one thirty-sixth of the total {u-
crease during the decade. Had the latter 12 states returmned an
aggregate increase at the percentage shown by the Nation as ¢
whole from 1910 to 1920, their numerical inerease, instead of
being less than 400,000, would have approached 1,000,000,

Attention is invited to the changes during the decade in the
three states showing the smallest increase, and in the three which
decreased.

STATES SHOWING SMALL INCREASES,

Mazne.

Sinee 1860 the highest rate of increase in Maine, 6.9 per cent,
was that {or the decade 1900 to 1910,
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There are 16 counties in the state. Of these, 5 decreased iu
population from rgro to 1920. They are located along the coast
from Lincoln County, which borders on the Kennebee River, to
the Canadian border. ‘The decline in this coast region is but the
continuation of a tendeiwy which has been manifesting itself for
a considerable period.  “I'wo of these counties, Lincoln and Waldo,
have decreased at each census since 1850; Hancock and Knox
have decreased during each decade since 1880; and Washington
has decreased at both of the last two censuses,  In 1860 these five
counties had an aggregate population of 179,314, as compared with
135,619 in 1920, At the latter census they contained but 5 cities
and 3 towns with more than 2,500 inhabitants, the largest being
Rockland, §,109. Thisis the oldest settled area in the state anc has
long been a shipping und fishing centec,  The other counties have,
in the main, shown cousistent increase in population, except
Sagadaboc, which decreased 8.6 per cent during the decace from
1900 to 1g9ro.  This is the next county southwest of the group
which has so steadily decreased,

TABLE 4.—~INUCREASE OR DECREASE OF POPULATION IN Mamwik:
1790-1020,

INCREASE 08 DY ASK () “ INCREASE OR DHCREA -
SINCE PRECEDING CUNSUS, || SINCE PRECEDING CENS,
VIENSUS YIAR, . R s n ! CHNILS VEAR, bt s 2 b2 e e e
; f
Nuruber, f Der cent, }| Number, Pervent.
1800. . i 55, 179 1 gr.z o 1870 .o —1, 30 .3
1o, . | 70, 086 | 50. 7 BB e 22,021 33
1820. . | 60,630 | jo.a TBYD oo 12, 150 .9
1339, . Poyor, 120 ! 330 L YO0 ..., 35 480 5.0
1840 o ] oz, 338 ! 25. 6 r()ro.........,..\ 47,005 0. 0
| i §
1830, i 81, 376 ! 16, 2 TG0 b e 25, 043 3.5
1800, oo 45, 110 7.7 i
! !
|

Aroostook alone, of all the counties, showed an Increase in im-
proved farm lawd, whereas the state as a whole showed a loss in this
respect of 383,328 acres, or 16.2 per cent, The growth in this
county is a continuance of the expansion due to the discovery
that its soil was particularly favorable to the raising of potatoes.
"This one county alone prodiced 21,331,034 bushels of potatoes it
1919, at a yield of 252 bushels per acre, and wus the leading
counly in the United States in potato production,
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In 1900, 33.5 per cent ol the inhabitants of the state were urban;
in 1910, 35.3 per cent; aud i 1920, 39 per cent. Although the
rural population in the entire state decreased by nearly 12,000, in
five counties it showed increases —Aroostook, Frankliu, Penobscot,
Piscataquis, and York.

MAINE —INCREASE OR DUCREASE IN PorrLyiton o COUNTIG:
1G00-1)20.

AR PO

T e e e — il
| !
{ o
i [
s {
! !
A |
I !
J' LRSI LD {
1 R
'\ ADMTANLY } l .
‘ { -

21 1ucrease both 1910 and 1920
Deerease 1910; inerense 1920

Decrense 1920; incrense 1910
Decrease both 1910 and 1920

Movewent toward large towns and cities was as evident in
Maine as clsewhere in the Nuation. Most of the cilies in the
state showed gains during the decade, Portland leading with an
increase of over ro,000. Bath, with 56.8, had the highest per-
centage of inerease. Thisis probably due to war-time expansion,
secause of the fact that the only steel shipbuilding mdustry in
the state is located there. The six principal citics of the state
together contributed more than the entire inerease i poputution
reported by the state in 1920,
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Decreases in rural population are found to be so general that
the smallness of the aggregate increase in the state as a whole is
readily accounted for. The following table presents, by counties,
the number of cities and organized towns in the state, dis-
tributed as increasing or decreasing:

TasLy s.—NuMmBer or Crroms, Towns, anp Oruapr Crvi, DIvisIoNs
N Maing SHOWING INCREASE OR DERECREASE IN POPULATION, BY
CounrIns: 1920,

Total number | Number Number,
COUNTY, of eities, towns, | inereasing in | decreasing in

ete,! { population. | populition,
Total. ..o o tryz 271 438
Androscoggin, . ... i I 3 11
Arocostook. ... 110 70 40
Cumberland ..o oo 2 10 I
Franklin. oo au 8 22
Itmuuk R 1 31
TCCTIIICDICC ooy e e 30 7 2
O 13 oo 3 17
Ao ) 3o 1
ORIOPL L v i i 10 as
Tenobseot. .. oo i i LTI kR sl
Piscataguis, oo R, . _no P! St
Bagadahoe, .00 o b 1 L o
Somersel . .o . Yo 25 | a1

Waldoo oo 20 5 l 2
Washinglon. ... b2 10 a3
Nork. oo e o8 10 15

. |

P Eneludes all tawnships, pores, plantations, islaads, grants, teets, and suepluses ceporting eny popula-
ot in vither toooor 1.

* Iaeludes three civid divisiens with so change in populiation.

4 Inclwdens one civil division with no change in population,

From this table it appears that of the 712 eities, towns, and other
civil divisions, 438, or nearly two-thirds, decrcased in population.
In 15 0f the 16 counties o majority of the towns reported decreases,
and in Hancock County four-fifths of the towns decreased.

Delaware.

Of the three states reporting very low numerical increases,
Delaware alone contributed about the same increment as in
previous censuses, and actually slightly increased it over that
returned in 1910, In one respect, imwever, the population record
of Delaware in 1920 was exceptional,
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TABLE 6.—INCREASE OF POPULATION IN DELAWARE! [700-10920.

INUREASE SINCE PRECEDING I

CUENSUS YEAR,

i
!
|_ CENSUS,
|

- Numhber, T'er cent.

— -

1800.. . il | 5,177 [ 38
1810 ) 8, jat 13
1820 0! 73 o)
30 310900 5
WBo. e ) I, 337 I
1830, i I3, 447 17
6o, . ' 20, 684 22

DELAWARE - INCREASE OR

Nw e

l CENSUS YEAR,

- - '_
S 1870, . 12,500 | 14
.1 8. 21, 503 7.3
.1 go. .ol a1, 883 4.0
'3 TO00. v 16, 242 0.0
.7 IQIO. v einnns 17, 587 9.5
Z 020, .. .. 20, 051 10,2

Ducruasy 1N PorurnarTion or CoOUNTIES:

r900~1020.

[T tnerease Lotk 1910 und 1920
Decrease 19203 lncrease 1910
Y223 Decrease both 1910 and 1920

The state, having small geographic area, consists of but three

counties, Keut, New Castle,

and Sussex. The first and last arc

essentially rural, differing sharply from New Castle, which includes
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the city of Wilmington and which contains almost exactly two-
thirds of the population of the state. Very nearly one-half of the
state's inhabitants were enumerated in Wilmington alone.  Sinee
1860 Kent County has three times shown a decrease: in 1890,
1910, and 1920, During the same period Sussex has reported
but one decrease, in 1920, While this small state has grown
slowly but with singular uniformity for zo vears, and actually
increased fractioually its percentage of increase from 1910 to
1920 as compared with those for the last two preceding decades,
nevertheless this increase for the Arst time came exclusively from
New Castle County, and in reality alimost entively from the city
of Wilmingron; while the remainder of the state, comprising Kent
and Sussex Counties, recorded a decrease of population amounting
to more than 4,000. ‘Thus the increase in Wilmington o(fset the
loss elsewhere and contributed practically the entire increase shown
by the state. At no previous census has the rural area of Delawire
shown a net deeline in population.
New [Tampshire.

New Hampshire was among the first of the Awmerican colonies
to heeomie generally settled.  Although during the 30 vears of
cuntsus-laking its population more than teebled, this growth, in
comparison with the expansion of the entire United States tn
practically 27 times its 1790 population, was extremely deliberute.

Tanpi oo~ INCREASE OR DECREASE 01 Poruration v New Hamesoire:
1700-1920,

M
CINUVREAGE O DECREAL
] SINUVE PRECTDING &

DA VLR S CENRUR VEAR | 1
Number, i Porcent. : Number, Per crmi,
| i :
(Soo o AL 973 | 20,0 F 18700000 7713 o
™S 30, (02 [ 16, O 0. .. ' 28, 6p1 ! 0.0
Phoa ' 20, 701 | 138 0 oL 20, 830 8.
1836 R 28, 107 003 F 1000, ... 3% 058 G
Wao 15, 240 57 1 oIoro. ... 18,084 g0
8o, . . 13, 402 L7 7 1020, .. 12, 511 2.y
e, . S 8. oy7 2,5 |

| :

There are 1o counties in the state, of which 5 increasced wund 3
deevensnd during the decade, The 5 decreasing countics con-
stitute the central arca of tiw state, and include the lake gl
mountain region, The greatest imcrease was shown by Coos
County in the exireme north, and a fairly consistent inerease
was shown also by the counties in the south. That these tend-
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encies are not entirely the result of temporary causes is sug-
gested by the past records of the two counties showing the great-
est increase and the greatest decrease during the decade 1910
to 1920; namely, Coos County, with an increase of 17.4 per cent,
and Carroll County, which decreased § per cent. The popula-
tion of these two cowntics since 1880 has been as follows:

l Tl D ST LT L e BRI S LRI

| |
COUNTY. 186e ! PRI E 1960 ' 1910 ‘ 1930
Coos. .o 18, 580 23, 211 20, 408 30, 753 36, 003
Carroll. ...t 18, 224 18, 124 16, 89 % 16, 310 1g, 017

These opposite tendencies are especinlly interesting, since the
two counties horder on each other.

NEW HAMPSHIRE—~TNCREASE OR DECRBARE 1IN DarvrATION of COUNTIES:
1,00 TG0,

T Increase both 1910 nnd 1920
522 Decrense 1910; increase 1620
BEES Deerense 1020 inerense 1916
E224 Decrease both 1916 and 1520
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Of the remaining counties in the state, the only ones that
showed any considerable change during the last decade were Hills-
borough and Sullivan, which reported increases of 7.5 per cent
and 8.2 per cent, respectively.  Hillsborough includes the largest
two cities in the state, Manchester and Nashua, and their develop-
ment and expansion as manufacturing centers have resulted in
large numerical increases within the county. In rg2o it con-
tained more than three-tenths of the cutire population of the
state. On the other hand, Sullivan, with no cities and with only
one town having more than 5,000 inhabitants, increased at a
slightly greater rate than Hillsborough. Moreaver, Sullivan's
-ate of increase advanced from 4.1 for the decade 1890 to 1000 to
7.4 for 1900 to 1910 and 8.2 for 1910 to 1920, whereas for Ilills-
borough the rate declined during the same three decades from
20.8 per cent to 11.9 per cent and 7.5 per cent,

The most interesting feature of population change in New
Hampshire, however, has been not the county developments but
ather those within the minor civil divisions, that is, in the cities
and towns. In this respect the experience of New Hampshire is
not exceptional but rather indicates a tendency present {n many
stutes,

TanLg §-—Towns anp Crrius iy New Hamesiirn CLassiwgn ny Size,

1920, AND BY INCREASE OR DECREASE, 1010-1920, BY COUNTIES,

NUMBNER OF TOWNS AND CUrIEs GROUPHKD BY 8L,

Per -
cent of
increase Decreasing. Tnereasing,
COUNTY. or de-
crease: .
wioto ), || Un-| 00  1,000] 2,500(cy.,, Un-{ 50 {tood! 2,300+,
1930, llx\(l) der | to ' o | to (32;2 Total.|| der [ o | w ( to “":;oar;
: {00 r.oao‘a.sools‘ooo ~ 500 | 1000|2590 j.ma\ bl
e B T ISP SN | Eprrasm | PR TSR [P .'r.m._l R
NewHampshire.| 2.9 fj179 || 71 | 66 | 32 ‘ 8 2| g2 21| 9|25] 3 [ 12
Belknap.......... —0.61 7 shoa . ali 1|, 2 I X
Carroll ... ... —8.0 | 15 71 3 4 1 1. 3 I I S N NS S
Cheshire, . vouvun rofjgfl of 6 31 ri. F | PR [N - e
Coos'....ooooooapglie8fiard 4 2 tff oflmaf 1|1 2|
Grafton, . ........ —~2.0 |28 11 | 12 ~ 4 T |ooofforx 30 x| 5] 1
!
Hillshorough, ....| 7.5 |22l 10| 6 5 T ..l 9h...| 2f 4] 1 a
Merrimack. . ..... ~2,.0 || 22 41 61 x| shoodeend 31000 2
Roekingham. .. .. o6 |26 S|xz3. 3} =21|... Ix 1| 3] 8l
\ 3. : !
Strafford..........[=1no 2§ 4| 3 3.4 2 E 3 { IR (R RN P |
Sullivan.......... SQalirof 71 3 . loiibioes [ | I 11 1

U Eleven minor civil divisions in Coos Caunty retusrned no inhabitants in both o and 190

P

T'rom the table above it i3 possible to analvze the minnr eivil
divisions, i1 terms of size groupings, with regard to increwse or
decrease of population. It is significant that in general the smalier
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towns show decreases and the larger towns increases sufficient to
result in a small net increase for the state as a whole. Of the 167
subdivisions having fewer than 1,000 inhabitants, 137, or approx-
imately 82 per cent, showed actual losses in population. If
Coos County be eliminated from consideration, in the rest of the
state, which includes all but the extreme northerly section, out of
137 such towns there were only 15 which increased. If a group
be formed of towns having from 1,000 to 5,000 inthabitants, here
again the number decreasing predominated, though by no means
so decidedly. Of the 70in this group, 40, or 57 per cent, decreased.
The group of towns and cities reporting over 5,000 inhabitants,
however, showed just as definite a trend toward increase as the
smaller towns showed toward decrease, 12 of the 14 such com-
munities reporting actual increases in population. The two de-
creases occurred in Strafford County, but the single increase in
this group i the same county was more than three times as
great as the st of the two decreases.

The only county in which the number of towns iucreasing
exceeded the number decreasing was Coos.  All the other counties
showed an excess of towns decreasing, Some, such as Chesliire,
showed increases in population, even though most of their minor
civil divisions registered decreases during the decade.

In 1900, 55 per cent of the population of New Hampshire was
urban; in 1910, 59.2 per cent; and in 1920, 63.1 per cent. The
rural districts probably distribute their losses to all parts of the
country as well as to the local urban centers, while the urban
ceniers gaiu not only this addition but nearly all newcomers to
the state, both native and alien,

The significance of this change is emphasized by the census of
agriculture, which showed that in 1910 there were 27,053 farms
im New Hampshire, and in 1920 only 20,523. This is a decrease
in number of approximately one-fourth. It was not the result
of consolidation, for the number of acres of land in farms decreased
by almost two-thirds of a million, and the improved land in
farms decreased from 929,185 to 702,902 acres, or by 24.4 per
cent. This is not a new tendency. The number of acres of
improved farm land in the state has decreased during cvery
decade since 1860, and is now less than one-third of the figure
for that year.

With the increasing trend toward the large town and city, the
problem of states such as New Hampshire and Vermont appears
o He 11 maintaining the small town in a condition of reasonable

prosperity.
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STATES SHOWING DECREASES.

During the first 70 vears of American census-taking, every
state reported an increase of population at each successive census.
Since 1860 there have been 8 decreases reported (disregarding
those due to detachments of territory), and 3 of these appeared
in 1920. The following statement shows the states in which
these decreases occurred:

186o-187a 1870~1880 1880-1860 18g0-1900 1600-1910 1910190
Maine, e Nevada, Nevada, ‘ Towa, Vermont,
New Hampshire. e Nevada,

Mississippi.

Of the 8 decreases in state population, 3 were shown by Nevada,
though that state returned in rg2o nearly double the population
returned in 1900. The 3 states which reported decreases in 1920
were located at geographic extremes—South, West, and Iast.
The causes of their decline in population were in general dissimilar.

Vermont.

Of the three states which recorded decrease in population at the
TFourteenth Census, Vermont presents problems in some respects
the most serious. The population in 1910 was 355,950; in 1920,
352,428,

TABLE 9.——INCREASE OR DJECREASE OF POPULATION IN VERMONT:

1790~1920,
INCREASE OR DECRIZAST ("‘) INCREASE OR DECREASHE (—)
SINCE PRECEDING CUNSUS, SINCH PRECEDING CIENSUS,
CENSUS YEAR, CENSUS YEAR. et e e e
Number, Per cent. Number, Per cont,
1800, o vv i 6,040 80.8 o 15,453 4.0
-5 £« TP 63,432 411 880, ... 1,735 0.4
1820, 8,036 8.3 Yo, .o o (Y
1830, i 1 44,671 8.9 T T 11,219 3.4
1840, i 11,200 4.0 QIO v uuivinnn, 13,315 3.h
1850, ciiuiia 22,172 7.6 I020. v vinnees -3,528 —~1.0
6o . ...l 978 0.3

! L,es8 than one-tenth of © per cent.
Tn the case of Mississippi the decrease in total population from
1910 to 1920 resulted from the departure of large numbers of
Negroes under the lure of high wages in northern cities during a
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period of unusual industrial pressure, but conditions in Mississippi
in the future are likely to revert to those existing in earlier periods.
In the case of Nevada, population was first attracted to the state
by the discovery of gold and silver; it promises to become increas-
ingly stable with the development of agriculture by irrigation.

VERMONT-~INCREASE OR DECREASE IN PoPULATION o COUNTINS:
100a~ 1020,

) j W

» l%/ ")‘: ORLEARS /
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{277 nerease hoth 1910 and 1920
V227 Decrease 1910; incrense 1920

PR Decreuse 19204 [nereage 1910
P24 Decrense houd 1910 and 1920

Vermont population changes are due to different causes. It is
true that the great migration toward industrial centers arising
from war activities affected Vermont unfavorably, In the case of
nearly all the other states a counsiderable part of the movement
from country to city found its objective in the larger communities
within the same states. In Vermont, small in area, having few
cities and no large ones, lving at the door of the great industrial
certers, an unusually large proportion of those citizens who deter-

107022y
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mined to seek larger communities went heyond the boundaries of
the state. But the changes thus described have been in progress
in Vermont for a long period. The population hasincreased little
in the last 50 years, Of the 14 counties in the state, those border-
ing on the Connecticut River, Windham, Windsor, Orange, Cale-
donia, and Fssex, considered as a group, recorded an almost
continuous decrease for 7o vears, their population in 1920 heing
113,762, as compared with 122,923 in 1850. The group of lake
counties, Rutland, Addison, Chittenden, Franklin, and Grand Isle,
showed a moderate but nearly continuous increase until 1910,
but reported a decrease of 1,826 from 1910 to 1920; while the
midland counties, Washington, Lamoille, and Orleans, together
showed a decrease of about 3,000 from 1910 to rgz0,

It is not in the county figures, however, that the far-reaching
change which has taken place in the rural population of Vermont
appears most strikingly. 7There are in the state 251 cities, towns,
and other divisions having some population in 1920 or rgro.r  Some
of them began to decrease as early as 1830. One-sixth, indeed, of
all the towns showed some decrease at that census, but this pos-
sessed little significance, since there was much shifting and adjust-
ment of population in settling wilderness areas. In18gofewer than
100 towns showed deereases.  T'his number had inereased to 140 in
1850, hut the movement to the West and to the cities culminated
for the nineteenth century in 1890, when 188 towns showed
decreases.  ‘This total of decreasing towns declined in 1900 and
1910, but showed a sharp increase again in 1920, when 188 towns,
or nearly three-fourths of the entire number, recorded decreases,
Had the population chauge in Vermont been along slow but con-
tinuous lines of increase, a large number of towns should have
shown their maximum population at the last census, but, as a
matter of fact, the maximum had been reached by 129 towns (or
more than one-half of all 11 the state) in or hefore 1850 Conse-
quently a minority of the towns have recorded maximum popula-
tion within the last 70 years,

Vermont is thus peculiarly the victim of the population trend
of the times. It withstood in the earlicr periods of econoinic’
change in New Iingland the strong tendency toward industrial
development aud has clung with a persistence which is noteworthy,

and, indeed, in our time worthy of more admiration than is
accorded it, to agucultuml interests and farm life. But the tenac-

YIn dl](llll(m Lluru are 3 gores and 1 township having no population in ut]xc
1020 OF 1910,
2 American Statistical Association Quarterly, Mareh, 1q11, . 12
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ity of purpose of the population in general has not prevented
the drain, evident all over the Nation, although more pronounced
in the Eastern states than efsewhere, of the rural areas for the
benefit of the cities and the Far West. Outside the 1o large towns
and cities in Vermont the population was smaller by approximately
30,000 in 1920 than in 1850, In these towns and cities the increase
in 7o years was approximately 65,000; hence on these communities
fell the burden of making good the loss and furnishing whatever
net increase in the state's population occurred, about 38,000.

The rural population continues largely of the native white
stock. It is a strong, sturdy, self-contained element, which has
still within itself the seeds of possible readjustment and increased
prosperity. It is quite cousistent with the American character
that the rather discouraging population tendencies above outlined
have been carefully considered by the thoughtful citizens of the
state with a view to improvement of conditions and future growth
along progressive lines.

It has happened that by their small increase in population, or by
actual decrease, show at the IPourteenth Census,the three north-
ern New Lingland states have been among those inviting separate
analysisin these pages. Maine, New Hampshire, and Vermont con-
tuin in reality a distinet population class. They have contributed
mightily of the highest quality of manhood and womanhood to the
upbuilding of the Nation, not only to the industrial Fast but to the
agricultural Middle West and the Far West. These three northern
states have thus accomplished a great work in national develop-
ment.  All three possess a severe climate and limited natural re-
sources compared with many other states. Therefore, because of
the attractions of mild climate and rich soil to be found elsewhere
in the United States, the northern New England states have
had rather restricted opportunity for agricultural and industrial
development, so that it is not remarkable that as the years have
passed they have tended to falter in population growtth,

Scrutiny of population changes in Maine, New Hampshire, and
Vermont, o5 revealed in their minor civil divisions, leads to the
presumption that somewhat the same economic conditions pravail
throughout northern New Eagland. The similarity, indeed, of
rural decline throughout the north country suggests that the
problems of agriculture, maunufacturing, transportation, and
general business may be wore or less alike in Maine, New Hamp-
shire and Verniont, and that the task of meeting phases of these
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problems which tend to restrict population growth and retard
material progress suight well be made the subject of concerted
action.

No statistical measurement of changes which have occurred in
these three states would be complete, however, without taking into
consideration their increasing popularity as centers of summer rest
and recreation. In these respects they are aimost unique, so that
by 1920 both population and agriculture were being distinctly
mmfluenced by the magnitude of the resort interest. The rapid
growth of great cities, not only in the eastern but in the central
states, seems likely to increase the numbers of persons annually
seeking the Maine coast and woods and the mountains of New
Hampshire and Vermont. Kntertainment of summer visitors
has not been classed as an occupation, and would hardly be so
regarded elsewhere, but in these three states it can not be over-
looked as an important means of support for many of the resident
population,

Nevada,

The state of Nevada nearly doubled in population from 1900
to 1910, but it reported a decrease of 5.5 per cent (81,785 Lo
77,407) from 1gyo 1o 1920, This was not the fiest decrease of
population which the state had experienced. In 1830 Nevada
had a population of 62,266, but returns for the censuses of 18go
and 1900 showed decreases of 23.9 and 10.6 per cent, respectively.

TABLE 10.~INCREASE OR DECREASE 0F POruLaTION IN NEVADA:
18Gu~1920,

INCREASE O) DECREARE § —
SANCE PRECEDING CHNRUS,

.'1-: (m DI Lm '»J'( -)

CHNSUS YEAR. CIINSDS YIAR,

)

!

i o ,

Number, Ter cent, Jl } Nunher, I Per cent

0. 35,0634 . 510.7 1 000 .« -§,020 | St h
1880, ... ..., 19,778 ab. g 1010, ., } 30,540 [
oo, ...l —14,411 i —23.9 l 10200 v vuniian — 4,408 © 5.3

i i

Population changes in Nevada have followed very closely the
fluctuations in the mining industry of the state. The mining of
precious metals reached a high state of prosperity in the late seven-
ties and then began to decline. Populatien showed correspond-
ing fluctuations. New gold and silver deposits were discovere]
im rgoo, and as o result the population hetween that year and



54 INCREASE QF POPULATION: 1910-1920,

1910 nearly doubledl. The production of precious metals from
these new fields, however, reached its peak in the year 1915, when
11,883,700 ounces were mined, but production dropped to 4,659,-
o in 1919, History is appareutly repeating itself, for this de-
cline in one of the two major industries of the state since 1915,
coupled with the disturbances which doubtless arose from the
wur, so reduced the population us to record an actual net de-
crease for the 1o-year period.
Nrvapa-—Incruase or DucreEasg N PorunatioNn or COUNTINS:
1000~1920,
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Dectense 19103 incrense 1920
Decrease 19205 inerense 1910
EZ2Z4 Deccense both 1910 anct 1920

Nevada, the sixth largest state in the Uuion, cousists in the main
of mountain and desert, Because of extreme aridity, agriculture
can be carried on for the most part only by means of irrigation.
Crops so raised show very high per acre returus, but the state con-
tinues to depend prineipally upon its mineral wealth, Extending
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The history of Nevada as it is read in the decennial population
returns seems to indicate that in the increasing importance of
agriculture, with the invariable accompaniment of stability, lies
the solution of the problem of population decline.
Arssissippi.
From 1910 to 1920 Mississippi showed a decrease in population
from 1,797,114 to 1,700,618, or four-tenths of 1 per cent.

TABLE 11.—INCREASE OR DXECREASE OF POPULATION IN MISSISSIPPIL:

1800-1920.
INCREASE OR DECREASE (—) INCREASH OR DECREASE ()
SINCE PRECEDING CENSUS. SINCH PRECEDING CENSLS,
CENEUS VI;AR, — e CENSUS YEAR,
Number, Ber cent, Number, Per cont.
23 1 TN 31,3502 356,0 187(:...‘.........j 36,0617 4.6
1820, it 35,600 S7.0 1880..,. . ev... .l 303,675 36.7
830 i 01,173 81,1 1890.............1‘ 158, 003 14.0
ool 230, €30 X75.0 1900, . vvevew.. 261,670 2c. 3
85000000 230,875 61.5 IQI0. . vvneen.| 245,844 15.8
8OO 184, 770 30.5 1020, veuinaa 0,406 —0.4

i
t
|

The principal factor in bringing about the decline in popu-
lation shown in 1920 was the migration northward of large num-
bers of Negroes during the war. In 19ro Negroes contributed
to the state's population 1,009,487, or 56.2 per cent. In rgzo
the number of Negroes within the state was 935,184, or 52.2 per
cent of the total population. The Negro population of Mississippi
decreased by approximately 74,000 during the decade. ‘The
whites, on the other hand, increased 68,000, but this increase was
not quite sufficient to offset the decline in Negro population.

The great demand for labor in the North served as an over-
whelming inducement to the Negro farmers and farm workers
to leave their traditional southern environment and go to the North
to earn, to them, almost incredible wages. Special trains ran
between points in Mississippi and northern industrial centers,
taking on the appearance of holiday excursions. Many localities,
recognizing their dependence upon Negro labor, took steps to
prevent action on the part of any individual which might encourage
the migration of the Negroes. This was only partially successful.
It has been estimated that during the decade there was a met
migration of more than 400,000 Negroes from the South to the
North and West. In consequence, while the rate of increase for
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the Negroes in Mississippi during the decade 1900 to 1910 had
been exactly equal to the rate of increase for Negroes in the
entire country, the Fourteenth Census revealed a marked change,
The state of Mississippi showed an actual decrease in Negro
population of 7.4 per cent, while the total Negro population of the
United States increased 6,5 per cent.

Although the decrease in the total population of Mississippi
was due to Negro migration, the whites also showed a decided
slackening in rate of increase during the decade. From 1900 to
1910 the rate of increase for native whites in the entire Nation
was 20.8 per cent. The corresponding figure for the state of
Mississippi was 22.6, somewhat above the national figure.
From 1910 to 1920, however, the Nation’s rate of increase for
native white population was 18.6 per cent, ut that for Mississippi
fell to 8.9 per cent. This reduction in the rate of increase for
native whites to a point far below the rate for the entire country
is o factor which must also be considered in any adequate anaylsis
of the causes for the decrease of population in the state. No
such reduction appeared in the neighboring states of Alabama or
Georgia, both of which states returned inereases of native whites
corresponding very closely to that for the entire Nation,

Ancexamination of the county figures for Mississippi shows (hat
the population reduction was not localized. In most of the 82
counties of the state the rate of increase from 1910 to 1920 was
lower than that for the previous decade, or the rate of decrcuse
was greater, or an increase between 1900 and 1910 was followed
by a decrease during the next decade.

The northeastern, southeastern, and central northwestern areas
of the state registered considerable increases in population,
Of these three districts, the northeastern and southeastern are
predominantly white, but in the sorthwestern disirict over 8o
per cent of the population consists of Negroes.

Apparently  the migration of Negroes drew especially those
from the upland regions of the state. Most of the counties in the
northwestern arca, where the larger part of the Negro population
was concentrated—Dbeing an alluvial plain and unusually fertile—
showed actual increases in Negro population.

It is probable that since the taking of the Fourteenth Census
some of the Negro migrants have returned to the South. This is
to be expected, because the unusual demands for labor in northern
cities arising from war conditions have ceased. Such a return
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current will, of course, exaggerate the normal inerease in the Negro
population of the Southern states concerned during the decads
1920 to 1930, but may thereby advance themn to approximately
the position whicl: they would have reached without any such dis-
turbance, although it is to be expected that somwe portion of
this Negro migration will remain in the North.

Mississiepn -~ INCRIEASE OR DRCREASE IN PorutatioN or COUNTIES:
1900—1020,
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REPLACEMENT OF DECREASE BY INCREASE.
Towa.

At the census of 1910 the state of Inwa achieved some promi-
nence as the only state in the Union recording a decrease in popula-
tion. In rgzo, however, the slight decrease shown at the previous
census was replaced by a moderate increase. This record of
decline and recovery possesses both iuterest and signiticance.

From 1840, in which year the state was first enumerated, until
19ro the population of lowa showed a declining percentage of
increase from census to ceusus, the rates since 18%0 having been
below those for the country as a whole.

The population of the state in tgoo was 2,231,953, and in (g0
it was 2,224,771, & decrease of 7,082, or three-tenths of « per cent.
TanLL 12 -—INCREASE OR DECREASE OF Porvration v Iowa:

(8401920,

‘l
INCREASD OR DEuREASTE {—) [ INCEEASE DR DECRIEAS
SINCE PRECHDING CENSUS, ‘,‘ I SINCH URECEDING CENSUS
CENSUS YEAR UENSUS VAR,
Nuwmber. ! Percont, & Nuher Uer v
R0 140, 102, 345.8 1800 e 237,082 1.
WOo L] 482,000 1 28100 0 1go0. e 3I0,850 .y
IB70. . v 510,107 ! 76,9 ¢ 9oL oo - o83 T
8o, i 430,503 36,0 0 1gro.o ., L79,250 8.t
. ! !
| :

The returns for 1920, therefore, proved of great interest.  The
Fourteenth Census recorded the population as 2,404,021, an
increase of 179,250, or 8.t per cent, over the previous census.
Instead of having the lowest rate of inerease, Iowa then outranked
in this respect g other states, including the 3 that showed decreases,

The slight decrease of the decade 1900 to 910 cowbined the
ellects of a sluggish growth of cities and an actual decrease of pop-
ulation in the rural area. It will be remembered that at this pe-
riod immense tracts of land in western Canada were being made
available for settlement. Tor these 10 years the rate of urban
increase in Iowa was 19.9 per cent, as compared with 34.8 per cent
for the total urban population of the country. On the other hand,
the total rural population of the country increased ri.2 per cent,
while that of Towa actually decreased 7.2 per cent.t  This rate of

VPhese pereentages are hased on the popudation, o cors, of e areas troat o s
wrbun and as rural, respectively, in oo,
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decrease in rural population exceeded that for any other state
during the decade. Since rural population constituted more than
two-thirds of the entire population of the state, its considerable
decrease was sufficient to offset the increase in the urban popula-
tion and to result in a decrease for the state as a whole.

Both the urban and rural rates for Iowa recorded great improve-
ment in the decade 1910 to 1920. The rural population of the state
increased seven-tenths of 1 per cent, while the Nation’s rate had
dropped to an increase of 5.4 per cent. Instead of leading the
other states in rural decrease Iowa recorded an actual, though
glight, gain in the population of the territory treated as rural in
1920, On the other hand, the rate of urban growth increased to a
considerable degree. T'rom the figure for the previous decade, 19.9
per cent, it increased to 2. per cent, while that for the entire
country fell from 34.8 to 25.7 per cent.,* Hence the actual gain in
the population of the state was due to urban development. The
largest four cities, Des Moines, Sioux City, Davenport, and Cedar
Rapids, increased from an aggregate population of about 210,000
to 300,000. The total urban increase was 169,000, and the rural
inerease about 10,000.

JIOWA-~INCREASE OR DECREASE IN PorvratioNn or CouNnriis:
10001920,
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It is interesting to note the change in population by counties.
During the decade 1890 to 1900 every county but one within the
state increased in inhabitants. During the decade 1900 to 1910
anly 28 out of gg counties continued to increase, the remaining 7t
showing positive decreases. During the r1o-year period 1910 t0
1020, 72 counties increasecd while 27 decreased. Although the
counties which decreased during the decade 19oo to 1910 were
widely distributed throughout the state, those which decreased
between 1910 to 1920 were located along. the Mississippi River
boundary or in the southern part of the state.

The record of Iowa is of especial significance because it is in
many ways the leading agricultural state in the United States.
The fertility of its 28,607,000 acres of improved farm land is such
that the value of the total farm crop for the state is greater than
that for any other state save Texas. The total value of such land
alone represents a sum greater than that for any other state.  This
agricultural development is not a recent one, like that of the more
western states, for Towa had a population of well over a million in
1870, and in 1900 the density was 40 persons per square muile.



V.
COUNTY INCREASE OR DECREASE.

Hitherto analysis of increase of populaton has dealt in the
main with the Nation, the ¢ geographic divisions, and the 48
states. Broad geographic areas permit, for the most part, only
interesting generalizations. Obviously, as the inquiry advances to
the county, the comparison of changes during the decade becotnes
much more significant. No standard of county size, however,
exists. Counties vary widely in area in different states and
within the sume state. There were 3,065 counties in the United
States in 1920, and the average size was approximately 1,000
square miles. Even in New England, however, the county
areas differ greatly, the average being 1,868 square miles in Maine
and only 574 in Massachusetts. In diminutive Rhode Island,
5 counties are crowded into 1,067 square miles, with an average
of 213 for each county. In California the average size per county
is 2,684 square miles; in Oregon, 2,656, in Iowa, 561; in Georgia,
37¢; and in Texas, 1,037.

In general the Southern states tend o division inte many
counties and hence to small county areas, but there arc sharp
exceptions.  Georgia has 155 counties with 39,000 squarc miles,
hut the adjoining state of South Carolina, with half the area,
has only 46 counties.

Variation in size, while interesting—illustrating, for example,
the independence of the states in deciding internal affairs for
themselves—really possesses no special significance. The essen-
tial fact is the subdivision of the entire area of the 48 states into
more than 3,000 parts.

Iixcept in the old settled states, county boundaries have heen
subject 1o continual change. Obviously these changes were more
general and marked at earlier censuses, so that it is extremely
difficult to secure even rough comparability for a considerable
period of time.  In Table 50 an attempt has heen made to follow
the chuanges which took place during the 7o-year period from
1850 10 1920, the comparison heing limited to the first, third, fifth,
and seventh decades of this period. These statistics are sum-
marized in Table 13, on the opposite page.

NH2
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TaBLE 14.—NUMBER AND AGGREGATE PopupaTion oF COUNTIES OR
Bourvarent Drvisions Wnosk PorurarTioN DrcrREASED DURING
PRECEDING DECADE, FOR THE NORTH AND WEST 1IN COMPARISON WITH
THE S0UTH: 1860, 1880, 1900, AND 1920,

COUNTILS DHCREASING Yer cent
SINCE PRECEDING CENSUS. || which
popuia-
tion of
Total Tatal deerens-
CEN3US YHAR AND SECTION, opmlation. witmber of ing
or counties, Agmregate countics
Number | oo lafion, L‘?ngﬁ
popula-
tion.
186o0.

United States....o.......] 35,443,331 2,078 136 2,201,010 7.0
The North and West. ..} 20,309,960 1,078 41 991,662 4.9
The South..,......... 11,133,301 1,000 05 1,209,357 10.9

188o.

United States.. ...........| 50,155,783 2,592 82 I, 711,453 3.4
The North and West...[ 33,639,215 1,380 73 1,589,033 4.7
The South............ 16,510, 568 I,203 10 122,420 0.7

1500,

United States.. ...........0 75,004,575 2,830 308 5,823,383 7Y
The North and West...| 51,471,048 1,560 284 4,701,500 9.1
The South........ ... 24,523,527 1,276 84 Y,121,703 4.6

1920,

United States............. 105,710,620 3,063 1,086 | 18,527,970 17.5
The North and West, ..| 72,584,817 1,674 627 | 11,490,508 15.8
The South............ 33,123,803 1,391 450 7,037,471 21.2

In 1920 the population of decreasing counties was propor-
tionally small in the North and West and large in the South.
This showing corresponded to that of 1860, Twenty years later,
in 1880, the decrease was almost all to be found in the North and
West;* and in 19oo, while it appeared to some extent in the South,
the percentage for that section was only half as great as that shown
by the remainder of the country.

It is probable that the rough similarity of the conditions shown
by this table for 1860 and for 1920 arose from the shifting of
Negro population, though this shifting was due to radically dif-
ferent causes. During the decade 1850 to 1860 to some degree
the decreases arose from the transfer of slaves, while during 1910
to 1920 they were caused by voluntary migration in search of
more lucrative employment.

! As alreadly explained (p. 64), the decrease in the South during the decade 1870 to
1880 wis understated as a result of the defective enumeration of 1870.

107022
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County decreases of 6o years ago represented but a small frac-
tion of the land area; in 1920, however, the aggregate of arcas
showing decreases was 900,000 square miles, or nearly one-third
of all the national domain. In 11 states the area of decrease ex-
ceeded one-half of the total area, and in 2 of the 11 it exceeded
three~quarters of the state arvea, Missouri showing decreases in
78.2 per cent of the total area, Delaware in 77.9 per cent, Nevada
in 73 per cent, Indiana in 68.4 per cent, Vermont in 60.8 per cent,
and New York in 61.2 per cent. Twenty-two states reported one-
third or more of their area as decreasing in population.

Missouri, among all the states, presents perhaps the most
striking illustration of county decrease. In 1920 almost four-fifths
of the area of the state, considered by counties, decreased in popu-
lation. As the factors which influenced such extensive declines in
Missouri undoubtedly were influential elsewhere, it will be profita-
ble to consider in some detail the changes which occurred in that
state, and which thus may be accepted as typical of those occur-
ring in states adjoining or resembling it

DECREASING COUNTINS IN MISSOURI.

Missouri had a population in 1920 of over 3,000,000, a figure ap-
proximately equaling that of California. Among the states west
of the Mississippi it was exceeded in population only by Texas.
Since the arca of the state is by no means as great as that of most
of the Western states, the density of population, whiclh was 49.5
persons per square mile in rg20, was greater than that for any
other state west of the Mississippi. IPerhaps in this very fact
lies much of the explanation of the recent retardation of the popu-
lation growth of Missouri, Since 1870 its rate of population
increase has been less than that for the country as a whole—the
unusually small rates of the last two decades, namely, 6 per cent
and 3.4 per cent, being of particular note. Its ranking of forty-
fifth among the 48 states in terms of population growth for the
decade 1900 to 1910 was but little bhettered during the last decade,
when it ranked forty-fourth. ‘

Missouri has 114 counties and one independent city, St. Louis.
Of these, 89 decreased in population in 1920. Of the 114 coun-
ties, 66 have no urban population whatsoever. That is, in 66 of
the 114 countics, or 57.9 per cent, there is no city, town, or village
of 2,500 or more inhabitants. Of the remaining 48 counties, 41
have less than half their population urban. In the remaining
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counties, but 7 in number, more than one-half the population is
urban. ‘This would lead to the belief that Missouriis an extremely
rural state. As a matter of fact, 46.6 per cent of its population
is urban. Such a concentration is unusual, for in the face of
the fact that 46.6 per cent of the population is urban, still only
6 per cent of the counties have a majority of their population
urban. Approximately three-fourths of this urban population is
in three cities—St. Louis, Kansas City, and St. Joseph. Moreover,
Missouri has an unusually large number of counties,

MisSOURI—INCREASE OR DECREASE IN PoOruLaTioN or COUNTIES:

1000-1920.
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In a state which is primarily rural in nature, having but a
few large cities, the greater the number of counties the less the
area whiich each city may dominate, and, therefore, the greater the
representation of the rural area. A combining of counties within
Missouri, resulting in a smaller number, would have little effect
upon the number of urban counties but would cut decidedly
into the number of rural counties. Thus the urban population
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of the state is highly concentrated, to such a degree, indeed, that
94 per cent of the counties have the majority of their population
rural and in nearly 58 per cent the population is wholly rural.

Other states have even greater urban concentration than
Missouri. In South Dakota 79.4 per cent of the counties have no
urban population; in North Dakota, 77.4 per cent; in Nebraska
and Virginia, 71 per cent; and in eight states between 6o and 70
per cent of the counties are wholly rural. On the other hand,
other states also had a greater rural decrease. Nevada lost 9.3 pet
cent of its rural population; Maryland, 8.1 per cent; New Hamp-
shire, 6.2; and Indiana, 6.x per cent. But it remained for Mis-
souri, high in the list in each particular, so to combine these two
factors as to have the greatest area in decreasing counties.

The Fourteenth Census reported a decrease in the rural popula-
tion of Missouri, from 1910 to 1920, of 4 per cent. This was not
a new tendency, for the decade 1900 to 1910 reported a corre-
sponding decrease of 4.2 per cent. Such a decrease, however,
was not Missouri's problem alone. It proved to be a general
tendency throughout that section of the country, for Indiana,
[linois, and Kansas showed similar decreases,

NATIONAT, TENDENCIES REFLECILD IN COUNTY CHANGES.

The extension of population decrease to so many counties, the
wide distribution of areas involved, and the number of instances
in which entire states were seriously affected naturally create
some concern. To a limited degree, it is justified. The county
decreases begin to register in some detail the extent to which men
and women are turning from isolated farms or small villages to
larger communities. This tendency is no recent development, Tt
was coineident with the development of the factory system and the
necessary concentration of man power in small areas. The move-
ment gained momentum steadily as wealth, population, and in-
dustrial activity increased. By 1900, 40 per cent of the popu-
lation of the United States lived in cities haviag 2,500 inthabitants
or more; by 1910, 45.8 per cent; and by 1920, 5r.4 per cent.
The war greatly increased the tendenmcy toward urbanization.t
There has appeared already some evidence of subsidence here

' The growth of the cities was reduced by emigration and the decline in immigra-
tion, so that during the last decade the rise in the percentage urban was slightly
less than during the decade 1goo-1910, despite the inerease in the movement {rom
rural to urban communities,
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and there, especially where the tendency was of more recent
origin and thus possibly the result of temporary war conditions.
Another census will begin to supply interesting statistical measure-
nients of this reverse movement and of its permanerice.

It must be remembered that in all newly settled areas it is the
American way to rush in and start boom communities without
much regard to the ability of the region itself to afford permanent
support. Hence in county returns at every census signs of pop-
ulation readjustment have appeared; considerable initial popula-
tion here and there, subsidence, and later a tendency toward slow
increase, doubtless on a more solid basis.

It is unlikely, in spite of the rather general settlement of all
the states, that the shifting and readjustments in newly developed
county areas are yet near completion. The decrease of population
in 26 out of 77 counties in Oklahoma during the last decade no
doubt illustrated, in part, this action-and-reaction tendency.
It also clearly reflected the war call toward the cities and the
changing demands upon agriculture, which for some counties
lessened and for others increased the profitable production of their
specialties.

At the census of 1920 the 2,000 counties which inereased in
population for the most part included either large cities, industrial
arcas, active miniung developments, or rich agricultural regions,
the products of which continued to prove profitable or lent them-
selves to organized marketing or specialization.

On the other hand, more than 1,000 counties declined in popu-
lation. They either were distinctly rural or had not natural
resources capable of affording the particular profits encouraged
by war operations. So it came about that from goo,000 square
miles many thousands of citizens departed and flocked into the
remaining 2,000,000 square miles to contribute their numbers
and initiative toward further increasing the prosperity of already
prosperous areas.

In some cases the newcomers no doubt overburdened the com-
munities to which they migrated. The next census will then re-
cord the resulting readjustments. But in general the move-
ment tended toward the further rapid development of cities and
of the favored agricultural counties, at the expense of those
regions where profits come more slowly and life is harder.
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The general impression gained {rom an analysis, by counties, of
the Fourteenth Census is of a widespread movement from rural
and perhaps sparsely settled counties which afforded comparatively
little opportunity for progress, not only toward those counties
whicli were more fertile or more attractive in other respects, but
also toward the cities in which were being produced in such
phenomenal fashion commodities in respouse to the insistent
demands of war or to meet rapidly increasing peace-time demands
during a period of unusual industrial expansion.

In short, in one respect the wide shifting of county population
reflected the effect upon the national character of the great area
of the Republic and illustrated the typical American characteristics

. of independence and restlessmess. Large numbers of people in
the United States continually seek more favorable conditions of
life, and thus far they have continued to find opportunity and
room to experiment successfully. In future years, as the density
of population increases, the shifting of any considerable number
of persons over wide areas will necessarily decrease, and men must
be more contented with such advantages as they already possess
or must seek less settled Jlands beyond our borders. In 1920
the lure of possible betterment of conditions was capable of ex-
pression within the Republic; in later years it may not be.



VI
RURAL ANI) URBAN INCRIFAST, OR DICRIASI.

Analysis of population change from 1910 to 1920, as it has
advanced in the preceding pages from the larger geographic
units—the division and the state—to the smaller one of the
county, has developed increasing evidence of definite population
movement. Throughout the Nation the tendency from country
to city, long observed to be in progress, appears to be increasing.

Alonie among the nations, the United States has been meas-
ured and studied statistically by means of periodic census-taking
since the beginning of its existence. In cousequence, only in the
United States has been recorded accurately the extraordinary
change known to have taken place to a greater or less degree in
all nations resulting from the development of industries. ‘“This
great economic change, first felt in Furope and later in America,
took the form, in general, of an assault, continuous and increas-
ing for many decades, upon the population of rural areas, with
corresponding increase of numbers in urban centers,

URBAN AND Rural, PoPULATION: x8go-1g20.
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Unfortunately, it is extremely difficult to imeasure urban
growth in FEurope, since the enwmeration of population, except
in Great Britain and France, has been systematic and fairly
accurate for only a relatively brief period. In fact, it is difficult
to compare even the present population of large cities in all
Tiuropean countries, since census taking in some of them may not
be accurate, and there is no uniformity in the dates of enumeration.
There are in Kurope, exclusive of Russia, 291 cities having more
than 50,000 inhabitants. Their aggregate population at the most
recent census taken of each (ranging from 1912 to 1920) was
63,279,417. The aggregate population of these cities formue
approximately 20 per cent of the total population of the countries
to which the [igures pertain. In the United States the corre-
sponding percentage in 1920 was 31,

73
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In the United States, however, the statistical record is practi-
cally complete. In 1790 this Nation was substantially all rural
in the sense that no large cities existed. Industrial enterprises
were unknown. Almost the entire population supported itself
from the soil. The largest city was Philadelphia (including sub-
urbs), with 42,000 inhabitants. One hundred and thirty years
later more than one-half the Nation’s inhabitants resided in com-
munities of 2,500 or more, and nearly one-third in cities of 50,000
or more. In 1790 there were but 6 cities having 8,000 or more in-
habitants; in 1920 the 6 had multiplied to 924, and the number
of communities with more than 2,500 inhabitants was 2,787.

The record of the diverging growth of the rural and urban areas
of the United States proves extremely interesting as it shows the
great centers of population gathering momentum from decade to
decade and accumulating man power by drawing both from the
rural areas and from the great volume of immigration, to develop
manufacturing enterprises which yielded a total value of products
in 1919 exceeding $60,000,000,000.

Meantime, with much slower population increase and with many
arcas showing decreases, but aicded by the constant development of
labor-saving agricultural machinery, the rural areas have coutrib-
uted the necessary supplies of food to maintain the more rapidly in-
creasing population in urban centers. The tendency thus out-
lined was greatest during the decade from r9oo to 1910; but, in
view of the slackening in general population increase, it was more
noteworthy during the recent decade. War demands from 1914
1o 1917, becoming even greater with the entrance of the United
States into the conflict, stimulated the movement from country to
city to such an extent as to offset in some measure the effects of
cinigration and the decline in immigration, so that the increase,
long under way, in the urban proportion of the population was
practically unchecked. As recently as 1880, only 28.6 per cent
of the population was urban and 71.4 per cent rural. Rapid
changes from decade to decade left the proportions 45.8 per cent
urban and 54.2 per cent rural in 1g9ro, representing a shift of
5.8 per cent in the increase of urban and decrease of rural since
1900; but between 1910 and 1920 another transfer of 5.6 per cent
took place, so that for the first time the census recorded more per-
sons residing in communities having 2,500 or more inhabitants
than in conumunities having less than that number (51.4 per cent
as compared with 48.6 per cent).
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Recalling again that the national increase from 1910 to 1920
was 13,738,354, what proportion of this increase appeared in the
rural areas of the Nation, and what proportion in the urban
areas, as classified by the Federal Census? The increases in the
rural and urban population for the decades 1910 to 1920 and 1900
to 1910 are shown in the following table:

TaBLE 15.—INCREASE 0¥ RURAL AND URBAN POPULATION: 19001920,

RURAL, URDAN. R AR
CENSUS YEAR. [w._. .
Total. Increast. 1 Total, Inerense,! Rural, | Urban.
 {+1-1- NN 45,614,142 | 00uuin vl 3003800433 [l
I9IO. . ...\, 40,800,146 | 4,102,004 42,106,120 | 11,785,687 2| 38.8
020, . ..oy 51,406,017 | 1,500,871 54.304,0603 | 12,138,483 3.2 | 28.8

1 7T'he increase [igures in this table are somewhat misleading, since they represent the growth of the rural
and urban populations, respectively, disregarding the et that the growth of the urhan population took
place in an inerensing area while that of the rurnl population took place in a decressing arca.  ‘*Fhis is be-
cause, as their population increnses, sinall incorporated places pass from the rural to the urban class, thus
continually increasing the urban territury and dccrcma}n;r the rural tecritory,  The juerense, duacing Lhe
decade 1910 to ro30, in the population of the total tecritory which was teeated ag arban in roz0 was
InLIng10, Of 257 per cent; mel the incrense duting the same decade fn the poptiation of the ferritory
which in 1920 was treated ns rural was 2,620,035, of s per cent. Beenuse of a change in the classitication
of certiin towns in Maeine, Ventont, and Conneetictit, no exactly comparable Gpures for the deoade oo
to 190 wre available; but, on the basis of the former clussifieation of the towus in question, the incrense
betweent oo nnd 1gre in the territory treated as arban g mie was 11,0t3,73% af 3.8 per cent; and the
fnerease during tie sae decade in the terditory teented as rurad in 1gte was 102 per ceud,

In absolute figures, the urban increase for 1910 to 1920, as
shown in Table 15, in the face of a considerable shrinkage in
total national increase, is greater than that for 1900 to 1910,
while the rural increase during the recent decade was less than
two-fifths as large as that for the preceding one.

In considering the percentage of increase, lower for hoth classes
of the population, the effect of the slackened national growth
should not be overlooked. Had the population increased be-
tween 1910 and 1920 at the rate shown for 1900 to 1910, the
increase of total population in 1920 would lhave been over
19,000,000, ingtead of less than 14,000,000, Hence, with the total
growth what it actually was, the urban group, to have repeated
the increase of 38.8 per cent recorded for the decade 1900 1o 1910,
would necessarily have made a numerical gain greater than the
tolal population increase shown for the United States in rgzo.
The percentages, less for both classes, reflect in the rural a lessen-
ing of the increase beyond that proportionate to the national
slowing down, and in the urban an acceleration of the increase
represented by a larger absolute number than appeared in 191o.

-




76 INCREASE OF POPULATION: 1910-1920.

The census classification of urban and rural is not entirely sat-
isfactory. Indeed, no classification of this subject has been
found that meets all requirements. As population increases it
expands necessarily in two directions: it increases existing com-
munities and creates new ones. IHence the older towns and vil-
lages tend constantly to pass the 2,500 limit—~which, according to
the census classification, separates rural from urban commumi-
ties—into the urban class, while the rural element (below 2,500)
is recruited by the newly established communities, the increase of
small existing settlements which still have fewer than 2,500 in-
habitants, and the increase in the farm population. Thus the
units of increase in the urban class are comparatively large and
those in the rural class must be comparatively small.

Accepting, however, the classification as it exists, 474 rural
villages and towns became urban communities. Fach of them,
as long as its population numbered 2,499 or less, was rural, but
as soon as the total population reached 2,500 it became urban,
This resulted in each case in an actual subtraction from the rural
and addition to the urban group of 2,500 persons, or a total urban
growth of approximately 1,185,000 due to accretion. ‘These 474
newly listed urban communities also added to the urban popula-
tion any subsequent growth., The rate of natural increase in urban
population, due to excess of births over deaths, has been estimated
at approximately 1o per cent. This would signify a growth of about
4,500,000 (allowance being made for the natural increase within
the increment due to aceretion and migration), which, added to the
1,185,000 due to accretion, would give a. total of 5,685,000 resulting
from these two causes. Subtracting this number from the total
increase in urban population, approximately 12,140,000, leaves, in
round figures, 6,450,000 as the growth due to migration, This ex-
terpal contribution consisted in part of foreign born coming to the
country, especially during the first half of the decade, and in
greater measure of domestic migrants, largely native whites of
native parentage and Negroes.

These analyses, however, are of value principally in permitting
broad views of changes which, perhaps, may be termed economic
and which undeniably are occurring. “The population of small
cities and towns, classed by the census as rural, in many instances

! 'The above analysis of the growth of urhan population was suggested by Joseph A.
Hill, Assistant Dircctor of the Census, in a paper, “‘Some Results of the 1920 Census of
Population,” prepared for the American Statistical Association.,
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TaABLE 16.—SUMMARY OF URBAN COMMUNITIES: 1920.

POPULATION,

CLASS OF COMMUNITY, Number, Per cent of

Number, 1930, increase:

o10-1930.!
Total, .. ...ovvvvvenin, 2,787 54,304,603 25,7
2,500 t0 25,000, v vt iiiin s 2,500 16,534,489 23.0
25,000 tO 100,000.,..... e e 219 10,340,788 3.0
100,000 A1 OVEL. L\ vhuetivivnans Cer e 68 27,429,320 24,9

1 The pereentages of inerease in this summary relate to the several groups of cities as constinnted in rozo,
Thus each percentage representy the growth within an wnchanged area, but not the difference between
the population living in the specified group inagroand in the corresponding group in 1pz0,  “L'u Hllustrate;
The number of cities having 100,000 inbubitants or more in 1p1o was go, and in 1020, 68, The combined
population of the 68 ¢ities increased by 24.9 Der cent hetweed xgro and yog0, but if the rate of increase had
heen based on the populrtion in rgro of the so citiey which hael 100,000 Inhabitants or more in that year it
would have heen 5.1 per cent,  Inthe dingram below the nereentages of increase relate to graups whicty
camprised different cities at different cennuges,

INcrEASYE N UrBaN Poruration, By Crassgs or Craes: 18go-rgzo.
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Classification of cities by geographic areas brings out from
another angle the urban strength of the eastern and central
industrial states, ‘These groups, comprising New Iingland and
the Middle Atlantic and Fast North Central states, contributed 38
of the 68 cities having 100,000 inhabitants or more in 1920, with
approximately 19,500,000 population in an aggregate of 27,500,000,
and 144 of the 219 cities having 25,000 t0 100,000 inhabitants,
with 6,500,000 population in an aggregate of 10,340,000.

Of the 25 cities having 250,000 or more inhabitants in 1920,
only 4 retained the same rank in that year as in 1910, while 10
improved their position and 11 fell behind, These changes
merely indicate the readjustments which of necessity oceur in
the population of a group of great cities scattered throughout the
country during a period of general and large increase.
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The following table presents in detail the changes in this group:

TABLE 17.—PoruraTioN or Crrirs HAVING, IN 1920, 250,000 INHARIT-
ANTS OR MORE, WITHH INCREASE AND RANK: 1920 AND IQIO.

POPULATION. INRURBASTS, 1pTo—1020. RANK.
CITY. ORI | RO
1N ] 90 Jumiber. Pereent, 10 1910
; i .
New York..........| 5,020,048 | 4,706,883 853,165 17.9 1 1
Chicago. ..ooovvvenns 2,701,705 | 2,185,283 516,422 23.0 2 2
Philadelphia, ....... 1,823,779 | 1,549,008 274,771 17.7 3 3
Detroit. .. ....o.vv0 0 993,678 405,766 527,012 113.3 4 )
Cleveland............] 796,841 560,603 236,178 q2.1 5 6
St. Louis............ 772,807 (87,029 85,868 ¥a.§ 6 4
Bostoxt, .o oovvvvvannn b 748,000 670,485 77,475 11.0 7 [1
Baltinwore . ....o..... 733,820 558,483 175,341 at.q 8 7
Pittshurgle. ... L 588, 343 533,008 54,438 10.2 Y 8
Los Angeles..........| 570,073 319,198 257,475 Sa.7 10 17
Buffalo, . ...o.oov00] 806,778 423,715 83,060 10,0 Ty 1o
San Prancisco, .. ... 506,090 410,912 80, 764 21,8 12 1
Milwaukee.........0 . 457,147 373,857 83,2090 22,3 (R T
Washington. .........| 437,571 331,000 100, g0z 2.2 v )b
Newark. ...... e bogra, 524 3471460 (7,085 0.3 s oo
Cincinnati. . ....o.. ] 401,247 303,501 1 47,050 1. || 13
New Orleans. oo ..o 387,219 330,075 48, T4 ny.a 17 15
Minneapolis. ..... .. 0 380,562 301,408 TG 20,5 a8 18]
Kangas City, Mo... ... 324,410 248,381 70, 03¢ 0.0 o 20
Seattle. .oveconon 315,312 237,194 78,118 32.y ‘ 20 a2t
1

Indianapolis. ........ AL4. T4 zazh50 1 Bo, 544 3.5 l ar Lo
Jersey City. o vvvvn 208,103 207,779 30,344 11,3 22 1y
Rochester, .. ... e 205,750 218, 149 77,001 35.0 23 25
Portland, Oreg. .. ... 258, 288 207,214 51,074 24.0 EX| a
Denver. ...... 250,491 213,381 43,110 20,2 ! ag 2

The changing relations of the two great sections of the Ameri-
can people, divided according to rural and urban residence, are
assuming extreme economic importance. ‘Thus far the analysis
lias developed a tendency so general and pronounced that it ex-
tends to all states in the Union. It will be of great interest, there-
fore, to make a somewhat more detailed analysis for the state
which not only has the largest total population but also contains
the largest city and is preeminently urban in character.

RURAL AND URBAN CHANGES IN NEW YORK STATH.

The State of New York reported practically its entire gencrous
inerease from 19r1o to 1920 in the growth of New Vork City and the
other cities having 25,000 inhabitants or more, New York City
has contributed for a long period two-thirds or more of the decen-



80 INCREASE OF POPULATION: 1910-1920.

nial increase in the population of the state, so that by 1910 the
city overtook and passed the remainder ol the state, reporting
more than half the total population of New Vork state in that
year. The gap widened in 1920, when the city returned 54.1
per cent of the state’s inhabitants, as against 45.9 per cent outside
the city.
TasLr 18.—Growry oF NEw Vorx Crry 1N COMPARISON WITH
REMAINDER OF STATE! 1900-1020,

WEW YORK CIfY, REMAINDER DI STATH.

CENSUS YEAR, Incrense, Tucrease,
T(}t E;;li T(i(l\.l B B

Ppopula 1, L N
HiHon Nuwmber. cf::{ popuition Number. C{Zfl{.

1900, .\ v iaaniiaas 3,437,202 929,788 | 37.r 3,831,602 | 335,032 9.6
1910, . eanisny ..l 4,706,883 | 1,329,68x 3&.7 4,346,731 | §15,039 | 13.4
1020, iuiniinin . 5,620,048 853,165 | 17.9 4,705,170 | 418,448 9.6

It is important to remember, however, that New York outside
of New York City is a large and very populous state. Shorn of
the city, New York, with 4,765,179 inhabitants remaining, would
still rank fourth among the states in population. ‘U'his great
total includes 21 cities having more than 25,000 inhabitants and
ranging from that figure up to half a million. Three cities,
Buffalo, Rochester, and Syracuse, together returned nearly
1,000,000 inhabitants,

The aggregate population of the cities in New York having
25,000 inhabitants or more, exclusive of New York City, and the
increases which have occurred in their population during the past
three decades are shown in the following tabulation in compari-
son with smaller communities, including rural districts:

TanLe 19.—GrowrH of Crrings 1IN NEw YORK Star® HAVING OVER

25,000 INnanrrants, ExcLusive ox New York Crry, v COMPARISON
WITH SMALLLER COMMUNITIES: IQO0~I920,

CITIES OVHR 25,000, BXCLUSIVE OF NEW

YORK CLTY. COMMUNITIES UNDER 25,000,

UENSUS 1ncc:lc.u5c sinee Inerense or clliccrcnsc ()
YEAR, Num- Combined preceding census, Comhlned siuce preceding census,
‘C’ﬁrkg[ popuiation, popuintion. ’
Number, | Percent. Number, Percent.
. |
T9oO .. ... . T r,org,81r | 373,717 57.8 2,811,861 —37,78% -1.3
1910 . ... .. 20 1,504,688 | 544,857 | 53.4 2,783,043 ~20,818 -~1.0
130 .., ... ar 1,942,850 | 378,171 | 24.2 2,822, 320 40,277 | 1.4
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Here is shown in most striking fashion the trend toward large
cities in the state which in a population sense is overshadowed by
the metropolis of the country. New York City increased 17.9
per cent from 19r1o to 19z0. The 21 other cities having more
than 25,000 inhabitants in 1920 increased 24.2 per cent, while
the population of smaller communities outside these cities, amount-
ing to nearly 3,000,000, increasecd only 40,277, or slightly more
than 1 per cent, recording, in fact, a practically stationary con-
dition although these smaller communities inchided many small
cities and large villages,

It is possible to go further with the analysis of New York
State conditions. In 1910, 15 counties, or one-quarter of all in
the state, reported loss of population. “These losses totaled but
19,000. In 1920, 13 of the 15 counties previously decreasing
again returned decreases, but instead of only 15 counties report-
ing loss as before, the number grew to 32, or two-thirds of all the
nonmetropolitan areas in the state, and the aggregate loss was
87,000. These 32 counties were scattered all over the state.
In fact, the decreasing counties appeared so generally that it is
impossible to indicate any definite geographic trend.

Advancing the analysis to cities and towns (corresponding to
townships in most scetions of the country), of which there are
approximately 1,000 in the state, it is found that three-quarters
of the entire mumber declined in population-—to he exact, 743 in
1920, as compared with 632 1in 1910, “The 738 towns aud § cilies
reporting decreases had an aggregate population of 1,625,850 in
1910, as against only 1,431,836 in 1920. Thus they lost during
the decade 194,050 inhabitants, or 11.9 per cent.

The apparently gratifying increase in population which has
been in progress in the state of New York from 19ro to 1g9zo
was seeured from three sources: Liirst, the city of New York;
second, the group of 21 othler cilics having more than 25,000
inhabitants in 1920; and third, from among the 36 cities having
from 10,000 to 25,000 inhabitants in 1920. The population of
the remainder of the state, taken as a whole, remained stationary.

There are many of the more urban states in which the popula-
tion changes resemble those here described, but New York is
conspicuous because it contains the largest city in the country
and also a very large urban population outside the metropolis,
so that its urban increase proves to be especially interesting and
impressive,

1070--22——8
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INCREASE OF SMALLER CITILS,

The movement which has been in progress during the past
decade from country to city is perhaps more vividly illustrated
by the figures presented in Table 52 (p. 222) than by any of the
tabulations presented in the preceding pages. This table separates

- the population of each state into two groups; one, cities of 25,000
and over; and the other, the smaller cities, villages, and rural
communities. The purpose of the analysis in this form is to
show the predominating influence, both as to absolute figures and
increase, of communities having in excess of 25,000 inhabitants.
Cities of 25,000 population and over are found in 41 out of the 48
states. In rgzo they contributed to the total population approx-
imately 38,000,000 inhabitants. The following summary indi-
cates the disparity in increase:

TABRLE 20.—SUMMARY OF PoruraTioN 1N CITIRS OF 25,000 AND OVER IN

1920, AND Porurarion Qursing suce CITIES: 1920 AND I9I0.

CITIRS O zz.ooo AND QVER W 1930

287 CITIRS ), ALL OTHER COMMUNITIRS,

CENSUS YHAR,

N * " Percent
Total . . Pereent Tatal o ¢

populntion. Increase, c(;';v:\lslc. population. Increuse, L(:'I;-li;l('

20,746,272 2,225,004 1. ov v cnineduneney

9.2

37,770,124 8,023,842 27.0 67,940, 500 5,714,512

Reference to the table from which this sumimary is derived shows
that in each of the 41 states except 4—New Jersey, Kentucky,
Montana, and Colorado—the percentage of increase for the cities
of 25,000 or more was greater, and in most cases very much
greater, than the percentage of increase shown by the rest of the
state. Indeed, the contrasts in some instances were almost start-
ling. It is significant also that in most of the Southern states, to
which attention has already been called as being the stronghold of
the rural element and of rural growth in the past, the increase in
population of the cities grouped as indicated was large, reaching
a maximum of nearly 8o per cent in Oklahoma. Kentucky and
Louisiana were the only Southern states in which the rates of in-
crease were low. Five states in the South showed more than 50
per cent increase in the population of cities over 25,000. On the
other hand, the increase in those portions of the states outside
such cities was confined to the narrow range of from 4 to 21 per
cent.
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This analysis of rural and urban increase from various points of
view makes evident the unprecedented trend of increasing numbers
of persons during the past 20 years away from country life until,
m the unwonted events of 1910 to 1920, the great increase in city
population led to a majority of the so-called urban population in
the entire Nation, and a rather definite arrest of rural increase.

In the great movements of humanity here and there across the
continent, there are likely to appear relatively less and less violent
population changes as settlement and development of natural
resources tend to become complete; hence, succeeding censuses no
doubt will reflect a slowing down of the urban movement,

e e s T



VIIL.

INCREASE OR DECREASE OF POPULATION CON-
SIDERED BY SEX, NATIVITY, AND COIOR.

Consideration thus far of population changes from 1910 to
1920 has been confined to mere quantitive increase or decrease.

Distinct from these changes wrought in the population as a
whole, such as increase or decrease shown by states or smaller
areas, or the general tendency to migrate from country to city,
are other and equally important changes affecting the composi-
tion of the population itself—changes in regard to sex, nativity,
and color. These in turn, as proved to be the case with the popu-
lation as a whole, assume added significance when considered by
geographic areas,

CHANGES IN THI PROPORTION OF THE SEXES,

Naturally the first advance from the cousideration of the pop-
ulation merely as individuals must be classification by sex. The
following statement shows the sex distribution of the population
of the United States for 1900, 1910, and 1920:

Males to

CENSUS VILAR, Male. Futnale, 100
: femules,
LOOO. ot vininceve v caana s aae el 38,816, 448 a7 178, 127 104. 4
TOLO. v vn e e v e o] A7 3320277 Jie 030, 080 106, o
T2 v s e el B3, 000, 43T 31, 8o, 189 £04. 0

The munber of males in continental United States in 1920 con-
siclerably exceeded that of females, This excess has appeared
at every census since 1820, when for the first time the returns
indicated the sex of every person enumerated, free or slave. In
1920 the nwmerical excess of males was more than 2,000,000,
larger than at any preceding census except that of ¥r9xo, when it
reached nearly 2,700,000. But the proportionate excess in 1920
was less than it had been for 40 years; in other words, the sexes
were more nearly balanced numerically in 1920 than in any of
the 3 preceding census years, In each ro,0o0 of the population
of 1910 there were 293 more males that females, aud in 1920
only 198, This decrease of ¢35 per 10,000 in the excess of
males may be compared with the decrease of 120 per 10,000
hetween 1860 and 1870, the only other decade since 1820 marked

84
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by a sharp decrease in the excess of males. DBoth changes were
due to the effects, direct or indirect, of the two wars, the Civil War
and the World War. 7The decrease of more than 600,000, or about
22 per cent, in the excess of males during the decade 1910 to rgzo
was due to several influences combined—the greater mortality
of males resulting from the war, the emigration of more males
than females, the check upon immigration, which normally brings
in about 55 per cent of males, and perhaps an increase in the pro-
portion of females among the immigrants who did arrive. Ixam-
ination of the figures by race and birthplace shows that almost
three-fifths of the decrease in the excess of males is among the
foreign-born whites, although they constituted only 13 per cent of
the total population. This shows that the main influences at
work were the decrease in immigration and the increased emigra-
tion of the foreign born, as noted above,
INCREASE BY NATIVITY AND COLOR.

The changing rates of increase for the white (subdivided as
native and foreign) and colored population are shown in l'able 21,
which follows. Tables 53 and 54 will also be found of interest
in connection with increase and distribution.

TABLE 21.-GROWTIT OF Tur WHITE AND COLORED ISLIEMUNTS OF Tl
POPULATION: 1790-1920,

WEHITL,
ml"llnl.‘l\l;"l‘uu‘ T COLORED.!
CENSUS ‘Total, Native. Forelgn boen,
YRAR, .
Per Ter Per Poy Ter
Numher, | 57 :‘L_ Nuwber. | i'::‘; Nuwiher. S(“':t Number, &"{1’:’_ Number, :ﬂ':fv
Creage Crease crense crease crense
9900000 | dega9,214 fo..al 3 172,000 |, T
F1.T P 5308, 483 ¢ 35 1 A, 300, 440 Looa oz | ama
1810, 00 0as 70339, 88 | 36,4 || 5862073 361 {l... .00 P S T Lapn e a7
1820, .00 9,638,453 | 33« 72860, 797 [ adz {[voovcioiinde i oo e LI 086 284
Bio..enes 12,866,020 [ 33-5 || 10,832,398 1 339 Hovvriinnnnns RN TR INN R 2,328 6a2 | 3.4
|17 T N 1,060,453 | 32. 7 || 14, 105805 | asy tloooas, R R IR T TR TR TR 2,873,648 | 23,4
18sa.... .. 23,107,876 | 35 0 [| 19, 555008} 399 o smavnsad oovaol] 2,240,588 |oenns 2,638, 808 | 26,6
| 217 TN 31,443,338 | 35.6 1 26,922,537 § 377 [ 20825, 784§ an 8 | 4,006,953 | B2. 8 | 4, 420,984 | 24.2
Bo. |39 818, 449 | 26. 6 |1734. 337,202 | a7, 5 [[P28, B4z, 580 | a6 4 | 5,493, 712 | 34 ¥ [T 4Br, 157 | 2ne
o, v 50,355 983 | 26.0 | 43,402,970 | 26,4 || 36,843,201 | av. v | 6,550,699 | v9. 4 | 6,759,813 | 23.2
oo 62,947, 714 (P24 9 || 55, 105,258 1396, 7 1) 45, 079, 30T [Pad. 5 | 0, 127, 867 [Paa. ¥ | 7, 846,456 | 516, 2
9eo. L, 75994 575 | 20.7 [) 66,800,196 | 212 || §6, 595,379 | #3. ¥ |10, 213,817 | x2. 0| 0, 185,390 | 17«
10100 91,973,260 | ax. o |} 81,737,987 | 22.5 |\ 68,386,412 | 20,8 |13, 345,545 | 30,7 |10, 240,300 [ 31§
1930, 4,00 s 108, 710, 020 | 14.9 | 94,820,015 | 10,0 {| By, 108, 161 | 18.6 |£3, 712, 754 | 2. 8 |10, 889, 708 63

! Negroes, Indians, Chincse, Japanese, ete,

2 Estimated corrected figures; census of 1870 incomplete, .

#In computing this percentage ofincrease, the returas from the special enunieration of Indinn Terri-
tory and Indian rescrvations in 18gc were excluded from the total [or that year,
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CoLor Oor RAcE, NATIVITY, AND PARENTAGE, DY DIVISIONS:
1920, 1910, AND IQoO.

PER CENT
0 10 20 a0 40 50 &0 70 00 00 10

1020 [

UNITED STATES 1010
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192
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1020 7
W80, CENTRAL [[10] 7 AL
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MOUNTAIN 1010 PR 5 z 7y '
1000 (27277 675 ] FrIrl s i
1820 |7 : S 0 2 5CA%) o LS TSI !
PAGIFIC 1810 2 e L T T S |
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CZZA NATIVE WHITE, NATIVE PARENTAGE

BB NATIVE WHITE, FOREIGN OR MIXED PARENTAGE
‘PEZZZA FOREIGN.BORN WHITE

EEDEN NEGRO AND ALL OTHER

The increase of population from xgro to 1920, distributed accord-
ing to color or race, was as follows: White, increase, 13,088,958;
Negro, increase, 635,368; Indian, decrease, 21,246; Chinese, de-
crease, 9,892; Japanese, increase, 38,853; all other, increase, 6,313.

‘I'he white population of the United States has shown a higher
rate of increase than the total population at every census cx-
cept that of 1810,

Classification merely as white, however, has only a geuneral
interest, for the stream of immigration entering the country in
great volume after 1840 supplied a distinct element, the foreign
born, 99 per cent of which was white and wlhich early began to
form a considerable proportion of the total white population.
One step removed from this element, and derived from it, was
the class “mnative white of foreign or mixed parentage,” a group
which began to assutne large proportions by 1880. Thus in 1850
and 1860 the census divided the whites into “native’ and “for-
eign,” but in 1870 and thereafter added the subdivisions “native
whites of native parentage,” ‘ native whites of foreign parentage,”
and ““native whites of mixed parentage.”



VIII.
NATIVE WHITES OI' NATIVI) PARIINTAGI.

Table 53, which appears on page 224, presents the increase of
the population of the United States from 1910 to 1920 classified
by nativity, as previously defined. Trom this table it appears
that the increase contributed by each clags was as follows:

Native white—

Of native parentage. .. ..o oov oo, e 8,033,382

Of foreign parentage. .. ..o..oov i, e 2,778,228

Of mixed parentage. .o ovvein i e e .. 1,010,130
Foreign-born white. .. ... .. .o, e e e 367,200
Total white inerense, 191010 T920. .0, ci i vvr vy 13,088,058

More than two-thirds of the entire white increase from 1910 to
1920 was contributed by the natives of native parents. Since this
element formed more than one-half of the total population of the
United States in 1920, and more than three-fifths of the white
population, it will be first considered.

Tanpt 2o, INncrEases IN Toran, Warerd POPuLATION AND IN NATIVE

WitEs or NaTive PARENTAGE: 18601920,

INCGREASE IN NATIVIS WIITTES
OR NATIVE PARRNTAGH,
Tnerease in
DECADE, tutal white
papitlation. Per cont of
Number, total white
erease,
8601870, .. e e VA 7ss o Y N
18701880, .. e Vi Ly, 065,678 L5, 040, 112 §5. 7
880-x8po....... e 11, 580,920 25,780,924 50. 0
001000, oo i e e ‘ 1, 707,038 0,473,040 55. 3
TO0OTOTO. .oty iiiiinaearannns 14, g2z, 76x 8,539,213 87, 2
LQIO 1920, .0 vh et aeascnes 13, 088,958 8,033,382 68, 3

; }-:\“(‘\lll::-‘.lxl\::l c:l“lr:lt:?llucl(\l-,I:‘x,"\‘?::li&fl'llbtll:rﬂf():?'71‘\‘1;3L¢?1‘:llplhltﬁxxl reservations, not enwmerated prior to yo,

The proportion which the increase in native whites of native
parentage formed of the total white increase aflords an interesting
glimpse of the influence of the foreign clement.  Undoubtedly at
the Sceeond Census, had data corresponding to those in the above
tabulation been secured, the proportion of the entire white in-
crease contributed by the natives of native parentage would have
been very high, perhaps in excess of g5 per cent. This propor-
tion decreased as the tide of immigrants swelled and the foreign
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born and the native whites of foreign parents began to appear as
factors in the population growth. By 1840 the proportion of
native whites of native parentage had no doubt appreciably
lessened, and in 1850, when the census returned two aud a quarter
millions of foreign borm, the proportion of the increase in the
white population contributed by the mative whites of native
parentage was probably 65 per cent. By 188o it had fallen to
56 per cent, and 10 years later, in 1890, another reduction set
the proportion at the low limit of 50 per cent. The next three
censuses showed advances. During the decade rgro-igzo the
native white population of native parentage registered, for the
first time in half a century, more than its proportionate share of
the total white increase. This was due, hiowever, {o the fact that
the foreign-born white population, probably for the first time in
nearly a century, was only a trifle larger at the end of the decade
than at its beginuing. In fact, each of the three subclasses of the
vative white population—ihose of native parentage, those of
foreign parentage, and those of mixed pareutage—increased at a
higher rate thau the white population as a whole.  ‘The proportion
which the inerease in the native whites of native parentage formed
of the total white increase during the last decade, 68 per ceut,
was probably similar to the corresponding proportion for the
decade 1840-1850, but the native whites of native parentage arce
no longer descended almost entirely from Revolitionary and pre-
Revolutionary stock, as they were 70 years ago, and the increased
contribution of the third generation of the foreign stock--namely,
the grandchildren of foreigners-—-is now an important factor in
the increase of the native white population of native parentage.

It will be observed from Table 53 (p. 224) that the increase
of nearly 9,000,000 between 1910 and 1920 for the United States
as a whole was unevenly contributed by the states. New FEngland
returned a very slender increase, and a rate of inerease below the
national average was contributed by the Middle Atlantic, West
North Central, and Fast South Central groups of states; but, on
the other hand, the rate of increase was considerably higher than
the national average in the other geographic divisions, rising,
indeed, to nearly 37 per cent in the Pacific division, These
divisional proportions, however, prove too general to be of es-
pecial value, :

It is only when the changes shown by the native whites of
native parentage are considered by individual states that the
degree of increase or decrease begins to assume importance, New
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England proves to be one of the interesting groups for considera-
tion. Of these six states, Connecticut showed considerable
increase, followed closely by Massachusetts. These advances are
likely to have reflected the industrial activity during the war
period of the two states preeminently industrial. In Maine the
native whites of native parentage were practically stationary, an
increase of less than 1,000 being shown. In New Hampshire a
comparatively heavy reduction occurred, the state losing nearly
5,000 of this population class. Vermont lost about 1,000. Thus
in the three northern states of New England the natives of native
parentage suffered a net reduction of approximately 5,000 during
the decade, while in the three lower New Iingland states, no
doubt in large measure for the reason suggested in the case of
Connecticut and Massachusetts, the increase amounted to nearly
195,000. Considerable reinforcement, however, must have been
contributed by the offspring of natives of foreign parentage in
the three states which have always returned a conspicuously
large foreign-born element.

In the Middle Atlantic states considerable increuases are recnrded
in the native element, amounting in round numbers 1o 430,000 in
New York, 530,000 in Pennsylvania, and 200,000 in New Jersey,
‘The highest rate of increase, however, appears for New Jersev.
In New York the influence of the third generution of the forcign
stock was probably more marked than in Pennsylvania, and in
the former state the native stock increased at u slightly greater
rate than in the latter.

In the East North Central group, consisting of the industrial
states of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, and Wisconsin, the
increase varied from g¢.4 per cent in Indiana to 38.2 per cent in
Wisconsin, but a per cent of increase in Michigan almost as large
as in Wisconsin represented a much larger numerical increase
than in the latter state. In Michigan the development of the
automobile industry exerted great influence upon the industrial
life of the state during the decade and tended, of course, to attract
a large number of high-grade mechanics, electricians, and other
experts, and thus increased the number of persons born in other
states who became residents of Michigan, swelling the number of
natives of native parentage reported in 1920. This group of states
showed a larger numerical increase than any other group. Clearly
it did not result so much from fertility within the group as from
the general movement of population during the decade to the
great industrial centers of the Nation.
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In the West North Central group liberal increases were reported
except in Missouri and Kansas, the rate of increase varying from
6.2 per cent in Missouri to 43.9 per cent in Minnesota. In this
geographic division the indirect influence of the foreign element
through grandparentage was undouhtedly very considerable.

In the South Atlantic group the effect of natural increase tending
normally to expand the population has always been more in evi-
dence than elsewhere. Here the increases tend to be more
uniform. Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina,
South Carolina, and Georgia showed a fairly uniform increase
averaging about 18 per cent. The exceptional increase in Florida
may be due in some measure to the fact that the census was
taken as of January 1, and thus at a season when large numbers
of winter residents were in the state, some of whom no doubt
claimed it as their “‘usual place of abode,” though residing during
the greater part of the year in other states,

I'he conditions in the Fast and West South Central states re-
sembled those in the states of the South Atlantic group, since
there were few foreigners, except in Texas, where the foreign-born
white population increased so.2 per cent during the decade, and
the native stock in most of the states tended to retain its increase
within the state borders, In consequence the percentage of in-
crease in these geographic divisions ranged from g.z in Mississippi
to 28.1 in Oklahoma, averaging approximately 16 per cent.

The variations which occurred in the Mountain and Pacific
regions were not significant of normal increase. Here, in the
largest degree, appeared the drift of natives from other localities
arriving for purposes of business or residence. This is a process
which, while it increases the proportion of the native element
in the state of settlement, reduces at the same time the percent-
age which the native element contributes to the total increase
in the state of birth. The irregularities here shown are illustrated
by the percentages of increase, which range from 2.7 in Nevada
to 83.3 in Arizona.

URBAN TENDENCY OF THE NATIVE WHITE ELEMENT.

Of the total increase of 9,000,000 native whites of native parent-
age in 1920 shown in Table 53, more than three-quarters was re-
ported for urban communities.

“The increase in population of American cities which has been so
marked during the last 30 or 4o years has been the effect in part
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of the continued influx of immigrants and also of the increase of
the second generation of the foreign stock. ’‘There has been a
continuous increase, of course, somewhat irregular, drawn from
the element “native whites of native parentage,” not only from
those persons in this class born within the cities but from migration
of natives of native parentage from rural areas and smaller cities.
Up to 1910 the increase derived from this source had been com-
paratively small, so that the proportion formed by the natives of
native parentage in the aggregate population of cities having
100,000 inhabitants or more in 1900 was less than one-third and
was approximately the same in 1910. In 1920, however, the 50
cities which had 100,000 or more inhabitants in 1910 showed an
increase in natives of native parents 5o per cent greater i amount
than that shown in rgro for the same cities, thus indicating an
obvious movement of the native element, affecting all parts of the
United States, from rural to urban environment. It must be re-
membered, however, that many of the cities extended their bound-
aries between 1goo and 19ro and between 1910 and 1920, and
therefore that the absolute inecreases during the two decades are
not strictly comparable. Nevertheless, the very considerable
difference between the amounts of the increase during the two
decades is perhaps the most significant fact which appears in con-
nection with the natives of native parentage, coupled with the
varying degrees of increase which have been previously pointed
out. It will be profitable to extend the analysis of this increased
trend of the native element to cities.

The following table indicates the relation between increase in
total population in cities having 100,000 inhabitants or more,
and in the native element in the same communities:

TABLE 23.—INCREASE OF NaTIVE WHITES OF NATIVE PARENTAGE IN

CoMPARISON WITH INCREASE IN Torar Poruration N CrTies or
100,000 INHABITANTS OR MORE: 1900-1920.

TOTAL POPULATION, NATIVE WHITES OF NATIVE PARENYALE.
CENSUS N
ber of Per cent Per
VEAR: cities. Number. Increase. of in- Number. Increase. ttg;ai
erease, Crease.
i | T
1900. . ... 38 14,208,347 | ... e 4254817 L ERES
1910. ....] 350 20,302,138 | 6,003,791 | 42.9 || 6,370,088 Do2.315,271 ) 447
1920. .... 68 || 27,429,326 | 7,127,188 | 35.1 1 9,852,391 | 3.482,303 L 54.7
i i
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The figures in the foregoing table relate to 38 cities in 1900,
50 cities in 1910, and 68 cities in 1920. The increases, therefore,
are greater than those which would be obtained from a comparison
of the combined population, in different census yeurs, of a definite
and unchanging group of cities. Nevertheless, the table serves
fairly well the purpose for which it is presented, namely, a com-
parison of the rates of increase, during the past two decades, of
the total population and of the native white population of native
parentage in the large cities.

A distinct check occurred in the rate of growth of total popula-
tion in these cities from 1910 to 1920 as compared with 1goo to
1910, but the rate of increase in the native whites of native parent-
age, almost so per cent during the early decade, showed a fur-
ther advance to 54.7 per cent for the recent decade.

Between 1900 and 1910 the increase in native whites of native
parentage in this group of large cities was slightly more than
one-third, but between 1910 and 1920 it was nearly one-half, of the
total increase.

Table 55 (p. 234) presents by states the distribution of native
whites of native parentage in 1910 and 1920 as urban and rural.
This table may be thus summarized for the United States:

TABLE 24.—NATivE WHITE POPULATION OF NATIVE PARENTAGE,
DisTrIBUTED AS URBAN AND RURAL: 1910 AND 1920,

1430 fyz2a
Native white of native parentage. .............. 49,488, 575 58,421,057
Per cent of total population. ................... 53.8 55.3
Urban native white of native parentage........ 17,621,230 24,356,729
Percentoftotalurban. . ..................... 41.8 45.2
Rural native white of native parentage......... 31,867,345 ! 33,865,228
Percentof totalrural . ... .. ool 64.0 | 65.6
Total urban population. ............... ..., 42, 166, 120 ‘ 54, 304, 603
Per cent urban in total population. ............ 45.8 | 51.4

Inspection of the table shows that while the total population
in 1920 became slightly more urban than rural, the native whites
of native parentage continued to maintain a strong rural majority.
But this was due entirely to the result of earlier tendencies,
for while the rural whites of native parentage increased about
2,000,000 (contributing, indeed, more than the total increase
in the general rural class), the urban section of the native ele-
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ment increased almost 7,000,000. This increase and its distribu-
tion prove perhaps the most significant change revealed by the
distinctly native white element at the Fourteenth Census.

In New England, where the native whites of native parentage
constituted but little more than one-third of the total population,
but one-third in turn of this class itself remained rural, and while
the urban native whites of native parentage increased from 1910
to 1920 about 250,000, the corresponding rural class decreased
about 60,000.

Similarly, in the group of states extending from New York to
Virginia, although the proportion of native whites of native
parentage slightly exceeded that shown by New England, the
increase of 1,500,000 in the urban group contrasted with a decline
of 40,000 in the rural group.

In the South, where the urban native whites of native parent-
age have heretofore constituted a comparatively small proportion
of the total population, an urban tendency similar to that shown
elsewhere manifested itself in 1920, and the growth of the urban
element actually slightly exceeded numerically that of the rural
element. _

In all the more important groups of states the same tendency
is disclosed, as inspection of Table 55 reveals geographically the
urban absorption of 7,000,000 of the 9,000,000 increase from 1910
to 1920 in the number of native whites of native parentage.

Of the 68 cities having 100,000 or more inhabitants in 1920, 55
showed a distinct increase in the proportion contributed by the
native whites of native parentage. This significant tendency
appears in cities of all sizes and located in all parts of the country.
The three leaders in population, New York, Chicago, and Phila-
delphia, showed rather marked increases, and two of the three,
Chicago and Philadelphia, reversed the tendency to decrease the

proportion native of native parentage, shown from 1900 to 1910.

More than half their total population was reported by 26 cities as
native white of native parentage, an increase over the correspond-
ing number in 19r10.

Three cities reported over 7o per cent of ull their inhabitants as
native whites of native parentage. Of these, Reading, Pa., led
with 75.2 per cent. At the other extreme New Bedford and Fall
River returned less than one-fifth of their population in the native-
parentage class.
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Thirteen cities were exceptions to the general tendency and
showed decreases in the proportion of their native whites of native
parentage, and in all but three of them similar decreases appeared
between 1900 and 1910.  Six of these cities were in New England—
three in Massachusetts and three in Connecticut. In nearly all
the large communities in these two industrial states the native
element has declined to low proportions in the total population.

Here is indicated, broadly, perhaps, one of the most significant
changes revealed by the Fourteenth Census. It is the response
made by millions of persous of native American stock to the call
of the cities, north, east, west, and south, for workers to serve
in factories and shops where education and skill were required.



1X.

NUMERICAL IMPORTANCE OF DESCENDANTS OF WHITE
PERSONS ENUMERATED AT THE FIRST CENSUS.

Analysis thus far has dealt with the entire element of the white
population classified by the census as natives of native parentage.
This class, comprising nearly 60,000,000 persons, is far from homo-
geneous. It clearly consists of two sections, the descendants of
the original white element enumerated at the First Census, and
descendants in at least the third generation of persons arriving
in the United States after 1790. What part of this so-called
native element of 58,000,000 in the United States in 1920 was de-
scended from the 3,000,000 whites enumerated in 1790? It is
clear that, having reached even an approximate figure, the differ-
ence must represent the contribution by those persons who settled
in this country subsequently to 179o.

This subject has long offered one of the most interesting statis-
tical problems considered by students of population change in the
United States. The importance of analyzing the origin of the
population of the United States was first publicly recognized 100
years ago. As Congress took up the task of framing the law
authorizing the Second Census, 1800, the Connecticut Academy of
Arts and Sciences, by Dr. Timothy Dwight, its president, memuo-
rialized the Senate concerning the scope of the census. The
memorial contained this rather prophetic suggestion.

“To present and future generations it will be highly gratifying
to observe the progress of population in this country, and to be
able to trace the proportion of its increase from native Americans and
jrom foreigners immigrating at successive periods.”!

Unfortunately, the Senate did not heed the memorial and did
not provide for the return of the foreign born at the census of
1800. It was half a century later, in 1850, that foreign-born
persons were first enumerated separately.

! Garfield’s Report on Ninth Census, H. R., Forty-first Congress, second session,
Vol. I, No. 3, p- 36-
95
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Analysis of the increase of population by nativity requires
some reference to the probable increase of the distinctly native
element. A brief census study of this subject in 1909," in connec-
tion with a review of the statistics obtainable at an early period,
established three methods of determining what had been the
contribution of the native element to the total white population.
These methods were: (1) Elimination of foreign stock from the
native element; (2) estimate of growth of the native white stock
based on the rate of increase shown by the Southern states;? and
(3) estimate of growth of the white population of native stock
measured by the proportion of persons in Massachusetts having
native grandparents. The third method of computation was made
possible by the fact that in 1905 the state census of Massachusetts
attempted an inquiry, the nativity of grandparents, which had
never been attempted by any other census, state or national, in the
United States. The result of that inquiry was not altogether
satisfactory. It was generally regarded as being rather inaccurate,
but it seems reasonable to conclude that the inaccuracy related
more to those elements foreign or recently foreign than to the
native element, since nearly all Americans of native stock can
answer unhesitatingly that their grandparents were born in the
United States, though in many instances they might not be sure
as to the state in which born.

(he first of these methods yielded an estimate, for 1900, of
35,500,000 as representing the native white stock whose foreign-
born ancestors arrived in this country not later than r7go; the
second computation gave 35,640,000; and the third, 33,730,000.
The average of the three estimates was very nearly 35,000,000.
This figure was assumed to represent the numerical equivalent of
the native white stock in the United States in 19oo; that is to say,
it was considered as equal to the sum of the number of persons of
pure native ancestry since 1790 plus a number representing the
amount of native stock in those persons of mixed native and foreign
stock. For example, the amount of native stock in four persons
each of whom had one foreign-born grandparent and three native

1 A Century of Population Growth in the United States, 1790-rgoo. U. S. Census,
1600.

2 In making the cstimate by this method it was assumed that the rate of natural
increase of the native white stock prior to 1870 was the same for the country as a
whole as for the Southern states, and that subsequently to 1870 the rate for the re-
muainder of the country was equal to one-half that for the South.
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grandparents of pure native ancestry would be equivalent to the
amount of native stock in three persons of pure nutive ancestry.
(See Appendix A, p. 187.)

‘T'wenty years elapsed from the Twelfth Census to the Fonr-
teenth. The population of the nation in that period increused
about 40 per cent. What has been the contribution of the wative
stock during the two decades?

It can not, of course, be claimed that methods of approaching
this subject are exhausted when those ahove described have been
utilized. There are, indeed, many ways of approaching it, but it
probably will be agreed that the most satisfactory method elimi-
nates in some manner the foreign increment, which has been grow-
ing in importance and numbers, especially since 1833. To this
end a careful study has been made in the Burean of the Censns and
a simple mathematical formula has been utilized. It is the conii-
dent belief of the census experts who have worked over the jivires
that the procedure outlied at length in Appendix A of this mons-
graph is more likely to yield accurate results than any of the
others which have been considered. The conclusion, in fact, was
reached that the second method employed in the previous census
study represented considerable obvious inuccuracy, and that the
third method, while exiremely valuable if it coudd have heen
brought up to date, reflected conditions which might have Leen
outlived by 1920, so thut the percentuge used (o determine native
stock in 1goo becune in 1920 an arbitrary wnd rather uneertain
one.

If the method thus suggested as preferable, of computing the
contribution of the original stock to the popuiation of the United
States in 1920 by eliminating the effect of immigration (p. 191),
be accepted, the numerical equivalent of the native white stock
in 1900 was 37,290,000; in 1910, 42,420,000; and in 1920,
47,330,000.1  (For estimates for 1820-1890, see p. 195.)

t Were the second method of estimating native white stock utilized—a computation
based on the increase shown in Southern states—the result would have been 46,250,000
for 1g20. But, as suggested, this method can not Le regarded as being especially
reliable or satisfactory. The third method, thut of utilizing the proportion of native
grandparentage secured from the Massachusetts census of 1503 (70.1 per cent of the
native whites of native parentage), if applied to this element of the white population
in 1gzo, would yield a total of 46,200,000, The similarity here shown suggests that
possibly the proportion formed by persons of native grandpurentage may be some-
what more nearly constant than students of statistics would have been inclined tu
admit. (See Table 60 and also conclusion of footnote, p. 1¢35.)

107°—22—7
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The 47,330,000 estimated as representing the amount of native
white stoek in 1920 may he considered as the number of white
persons who would have been enumerated in that year had there
been no immigration nor emigation since 1 790 and if, nevertheless,
the rate of natural increase had been what, historically, it appears
to have been. The total numher descended, in whole or in puri,
from white persons enumerated in 1790 was, of course, consid-
erably larger because of the intermingling of native and foreign
stock. In fact, it would be theoretically possible for the total
number of native white persons enumerated in 1920, except those
having both parents foreign horn, to have descended in whole or
in part from white persons enumerated in 1790.

There is at least one possible flaw, though a minor one, in the
calculation employed in making the recent estimates. Itis found in
the assumption that the same rate of natural increase was present
in hoth the native and foreign elements. An attempt to ascertain
the ratio between the two rates of increase led to the unexpected
discovery that the marriage rates are considerably lower among the
native whites of foreign or mixed parentage than among the native
whites of native parentage. T'hisis true for the United States us a
whole and also for urban and rural communities separately.  Thus,
on the one hand, while the birth rate in the families of the foreign-
born whites is higher than for the native whites, on the other
hand the marriage rate is considerably lower for American-born
white persons having foreign-born parents than for the native
whites of native parentage. It can not be assumed, therefore,
that the third generation of foreign white stock is relatively any
more numerous than the contemporary generation of native white
stock.

The expansion of the native white stock in 20 years is repre-
sented by the advance from 37,290,000 in 1900 to 47,330,00¢ in
1920, an increase of 10,040,000, or nearly 27 per cent. The rate of
increase in the native whites of native parentage during the same
period was 43 per cent. ‘The difference between these rates is due
to the fact that the native whites of native parentage are recruited
in part by the children born to native whites of foreign or mixed
parentage, that is to say, by the grandchildren of the foreign-born
whites. The total increase in the native whites of native parentage
is, therefore, greater than the natural increase, since in the case
of the families in which the parents are native whites of foreign or
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mixed parentage the births increase the class of native whites of
native parentage, whereas the deaths of the parents do nat de-
crease that class.

Itis not possible to apportion among all the states the ineremes
of 10,040,000 in the native white stock. One separatiou, however,
is possible and proves of some interest. Certain Southern states
Luve been affected to a very slight degree by the great tide of
immigration. Even at the last census, though the foreign horn
and the children of foreign parentage in this area showed a slight
increase, the absolute figures were negligibly small. Hence the
increase of white natives of native parentage in at least ¢ Southern
states was practically that of distinctly native stock, and may be
regarded as a part of the 10,040,000 aggregate increase just shown
to have occurred in 20 years.  These g Southern states are Virginia,
North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Mississipp,
Arkansas, Tennessee, and Kentucky. Together they returned
9,700,592 white natives of native paretnitage 111 1900, In 1gzo the
totul was 13,001,286, This was an increase of 3,360,694, or nearly
35 per cent, i1l 20 years, in compurison with the national increasc
of 43 per cent in native whites of native parentage and 27 per cent
in estimated native white stock.

Withdrawing this number of persons from 10,040,000 leaves
6,680,000 as the approximate increase contributed by the remain-
ing 39 states and the District of Columbia, In these states e
estimated native white stock in 1900, after deduction of the total
number of native whites of native parentage in the ¢ specilicd
Southern states, was 27,590,0c0. Hence the increase of the native
white stock outside the excepted group of g Southern states was 24.2
per cent in 20 years. The difference here indicated between the in-
crease shown for certain Southern states and that attributed to the
remainder of the Union is in line with undoubted tendenvies. It
is well knowu that the South has contributed a generous incresse
to the native stock, while 1t has long been the general heliel aimong
statisticians that the contribution to the native stock by the rest
of the country was ot large and differed widelfy aimong the states,
being in many very small. In some Eastern states, indeed, it has
seemed probable that a loss was being recorded,

The increase of population for the 20-yeur poriod rgoo 10 1y2¢
may now be thus interestingly divided, as shown in Table 25.
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TABLE 25.—DISTRIBUTION 0F POPULATION AND RaTE OF IRCREASE By
RACE AND NATIVITY: 1020 AND Igo,

i
1920 10 :J Per
et e e e e . vi‘ cent of
- : I P in-
ELEMENT. { Per oot { Peroent i creass.
| Nustiber, : ot Nutmbrer, ! of ’ Typo-
; toal Pototall {0 awze.
Total.............. 103, 710, 620 5 301
i . i+ T ‘
Native white. . o Br, 108, 161 Too7 b 500805, 379 74 3 433
Natxvestock(estmmte )i 147, 330, coo FER 50 200, €00 49. 1 26. 9
Nine Southern states.. ? 13,001,286 | 2.4 700, 502 12, 8 34.6
All other states (esti- | !
mated). .......... .. i g4 larcgo.oon 26,3 242
Yorelgn  stock  {esti- © ] ;
mated)............. 0 F 33,780, 000 200§ ' 1s 00,000 25,4 | 75,0
. X
t
Toreign-born white, ... ... 1a, 712,754 % 3.2 " 10,213, 817 1341 343
Negro. ............. © 10,403, 131 | 0 3. 833,904 11 6 18. 4
Indian, Chmes(. _Iqm-.; e, : ‘
efe. . . . 20, 5740 a4 3350383 ] 0.8 21. 4

;ﬁgﬁ]‘%‘ﬁi,&ﬂu,‘:‘,:? DI approsimately A wh pire native white stock,

The addition of nearly 13,500,000 to the foreign white stock of
native birth during the =o-vear period, representing an increase of
75 per cent, is derived from two sources: First, the increase of the
foreign white stock of native birth present iz 1900 (equivalent to
16,300,000) ; and second, tie survivers, iz 1g20, of the children
born in the United States since 1900 to foreign white parents.
While the first of these two sources is properly designated as
natural increase, the second is not, since hirths in the United
States to foreign parents increase the class under consideration,
while the deaths of the parents do not decresnse it.  (See Appen-
dix B, p. 197.)

From the standpoint of historic interest and of influence on the
development of the Nation, the distinctly native stock in the
population of the United States has, of course, been the over-
shadowing element, There has long been an impression on the
part of students of population statistics that this element, begin-
ning with an unusually large percentage of increase, has been
slackening in gmwth to the point where it was almost a question
whether any increase at all was occurring—espeeially in certain
localities.

The late Francis A. Walker, Superintendent of the Tenth
Census, whose contriimtions to scientific population analysis are
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of the highest order, advanced the theory that the reduced in-
crease of the native stock was the result ei coutact and competi-
tion with the foreign element, beginning about the middle of the
last century. This theory has been vigorously opposed and as a
complete explanation has not heen accepted, hut in one respect
it is certainly true. The coming of the {oreign clement into
the life of the Republic stimulated industrial activity, railroad
construction, manufacturing, and development of all kinds, These
great economic changes in turn tended to make over the social
conditions of the Nation, and in the complexities arising in that
direction is undoubtedly to he found the principal cause of
decreasing increase of a stock originally so prolific. Thus General
Walker’s theory may be accepted as reasonzbly correct, though
perhaps in a roundabout way.

The analysis presented in the foregoing pages seems to make it
evident that the distinctly native stock, by which is meant the de-
scendants of those persons who were erumerated at the First Cen-
sus, has not ceased to increase as a whole, but that this increase is
being contributed unequally by different parts of the country.
Such a change may he accepted as natural cnd normal.  In those
states more or less fully settled and in which ilie incentive to pop-
ulation increasc 1o langer is urgent, it is not o he expeeted that
radical changes in any element will appear from coensus to census,
The racial characteristics of the original steck ure such that the
innate yearning to achieve develops a ticcided tendesiey to seck
other fields of activity where opportunities for advancement
are greater than in older and more populous communities.  Thos,
quite naturally, while this element of the population tews to
become stationarv or even to decline in New England, in those
areas where the on!l ds «ill wroent for frereaced population,
where chaunces are many lor individuzl sdvancement, the de-
scendants of the original stock continue to increase. In the
South and in certain of the Northern Central wid Western states,
without question the representatives of the early stock are con-
tributing with reasonable liberality to the mcrease of population.

This analysis indicates that the native white stock iv fncreasing
in the entire Nation at the rate of ahout 11 or 12 per cent per
decade. Thus in a broad sense the earlv or Revolutionary stock
is continuing to increase at a rate which rather closely approxi-
mates the increase shown as an average vy the nations of Hurope
somewhat allied to it in characteristics, primarily England und
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Scotland. It is not to he expected, if modern statistics of popu-
lation growth are to be accepted as indicative, that a nation
having reached maturity will increase at a much faster rate than
an average of 10 per cent per decade. Therefore, it is reasonable
and normal that the oldest element in the population of the
United States and thus the one which is reasonubly comparable
with the population of the nations of Europe should continue to
increase at a rate roughly corresponding to the European rates.



X.

NATIVE WHITES OF FOREIGN OR MIXED PARENTAGE
AND FOREIGN-BORN WHITES.

NATIVE WHITES OF FOUKEIGN OR MIXED PARENTAGE.

The native whites of foreign parentage form what may be termed
an intermediate group in the census classification by nativity.
The white immigrant is classed as “foreign-born white.” His
children by his foreign-born wife then become ‘‘native whites of
foreign parentage,” and their children, the grandchildren of the
immigrant, become a part of the principal element numerically of
the nation, the “‘native whites of native parentage.” Themarriage
of a white person of foreign birth to one of native birth necessi-
tates for the children resulting from such marriage, born in the
United States, the additional classification “native whites of mixed
parentage.”

The class of native whites of foreign parentage is dependent for
its existence upon the number, ages, and maritul condition of the
foreign-born whites in the country. If an absolute check were
placed on immigration the foreign born would gradually disappear,
while the number of native whites of foreign parentage would
linger one generation longer and then also become nonexistent.
As the number of foreign born within the country increases, the
number of their children increases. In the half century from
1870 to 1920 the native whites of foreign parentage increased from
10.8 per cent of the entire population to 14.8 per cent, and during
the same period the native whites of mixed parentage increased
from 3 per cent to 6.6 per cent.

The increase in native whites of foreign parentage for the
decade 1910 to 1920 was 2,778,228, representing excess of births
over deaths and emigration. The increase in the native whites
of mixed parentage for the same decade was 1,010,139. The totu!
number of children under 10 years of age, and therefore having
been born since January i1, 1910, who were enumera ted at the
1920 census as native white of foreign or mixed parentage was
5,001,005. Reducing this number by 162,000, representing the
estimated number of children born between fanuary 1 and April

103
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15, 1910 (the Thirteenth Census date), and surviving on January 1,
1920, leaves, in round numbers, 5,740,000 children born between
the Thirteenth and Fourteenth Census dates and surviving on
the latter date. The difference of approximately 1,952,000 be-
tween this number and the net increase of 3,788,367 in the two
classes under consideration represents the munber of persons in
those classes who were enumerated on April 15, 1910, and who
died or emigrated before January 1, 1920.

In accordance with the general trend thus far observed, the
urban rate of increase of the natives of foreign parentage has far
exceeded the rural rate of increase. In urban communities this
group increased 30 per cent during the past decade, while in
rural areas it increased but 4 per cent.

As might have been expected, the distribution of native whites
of foreign or mixed parentage conforms in general to the distribu-
tion of the foreign born. The following table shows the propor-
tions for the last {wo census vears:

TABLE 26.—PER CENT DISTRIBUTION OF FOREIGN-BORN WHITES AND
NATIVE WHITES OF FOREIGN UR MIXED PARENTAGE, BY (SLUGRAPHIC
DIVISIONS: 1920 AND 19I0.

i man i 10
e R e .
GEQGRAPHIC DIVISION. | Nutive white | . Native white
] Foreign-bom of foreign { Foreigni-hom i foreign
! white. or mixed || whire. I or mixed
| marentage. { parentage.
. e - j
United States.......... ... P oyooo 100. 0 [ 10e.0 100, 0
NewEngland.,.................0 130 1.6 X 130 10.9
Middle Atlantic..................] 358 3.3 i a2 26. 6
Fast North Central............... 23,5 | =261 T o T 27.0
West North Central............... 10. © 49 17.0
South Atlantic................ .. 2.3 ! 2. 4 ! 2.2 2.3
East South Central............... c 3 I c. g l o7 1.1
West South Central...o.ooo oo 33 i 31 ; 2.0 3.2
Mounttain. oo vinvnnr s 33 i 23 : 53 3.3
PUCIIC. e e oemive e 7.5 & 3y ; [ 26
i |

%

During the last decade the native wiites of foreignn purentage
increased by 21.5 per cent, a higher rate than that for any other
group of the white population. The New Hngland, Middle
Adlantic, and Pacific states all show increases of over 30 per ceat,
while the East South Central was the only geographic division (o
record a decrease—6.8 per cent. All the states reporting de-
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creases for native whites of foreign parentage also showed de-
creases in number of foreign-born whites, though the reverse is
not true.

It is worthy of note that in the state of New Hampshire, in
which the native whites of native parentage decreased nearly
5,000 and the foreign-born whites decreased more than 5,000, the
native whites of foreign parentage und the native whites of mixed
parentage together increased more than 22,000, and thereby kept
the state from returning a net decrease for the decade.

Connecticut, with an increase of 45.8 per cent, and New Jersey,
with 43.9 per cent, are illustrations of the attraction which in-
dustrial centers have for the native whites of foreign parentage.
One other state merits especial attention. Although the foreign-
born whites in North Dakota decreased 15.8 per cent during the
decade, the native whites of foreign parentage increased 13.3 per
cent and the native whites of mixed parentage increased 35.6 per
cent, and the combined increase in these two vative classes was
greater numerically than the increase in the native whites of
native parentage. In Wisconsin, Miunesota, [deho, Wyoming,
Colorado, and Utah decreases in the foreign-born whites were also
accompanied by increases in the native whites of foreign or mixed
parentage, but in these states the increases in the native whites of
native parentage were greater than the combined inereases in the
other two native white classes.

FOREIGX-BORN WHITES.

The decade 1900 to 1910 witnessed the cntrance of about
8,000,000 foreigners into the United States and a net increase of
30.7 per cent in the foreign-born white population. At the close
of the period immigrauts werz entering the country at the rate of
1,000,000 per annum. The chief restrictinns at that {ime were
those based on physical disability, moral turpitude, and the immi-
grant’s ability to support himsell.  In1gio the number of {oreign-
Horn whites in the coumntry was 13,345,545, Or 1.4.5 per cent of the
entire population. Had the increase for the decade 1910 10 192G
continued at the rate of the previous period, the foreign-born
white population of the country would have reached seventeen
and one-half millions in 1920. As a matter of fact, the census
of 1920 showed a foreign-born white population of 13,712,734,
an increase of 367,200, or 2.3 per cent, over the corresponding
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figure for 1910. For the previous decade, the rate of increase of
the foreign-born whites was nearly one-half greater than that for
the total population, while for the 10-year period 1910 to 1920 it
was less than one-fifth that for the total population. In the sense
of permitting more thorough assimilation, this slackened increase
has proved fortunate. The decrease in the rate of increase for
the foreign-born whites effectedd a decrease in the proportion of
the total white population which was foreign born. This pro-
portion dropped to the lowest point reached since 1850, or 14. 5
per cent of the entire number of white persons enumerated.
Such a figure, however, is inadequate as an expression of the
foreign-born element.

“We obtain a more significant measure of the relative impor-
tance of the immigrants if we consider the percentage which they
form of the adult population, or, taking a figure which is con-
veniently accessible in the census reports, the percentage which
they form of the total male populaticn 21 vears of age and over.
It is a percentage which would be startling if we had not become
familiar with it, or if it were anuounced for the first time in the
history of census taking. In 19io-—to take first the earlier and
more sensational percentage--24.6 per cent, or practically one-
fourth, of the male population 21 years of age and over consisted
of immigrants. ‘The percentage has now declined to 22.1, which is
still over one-fifth of the total. Of course, much higher per-
centages are reported in certain sections of the country. In the
Middle Atlantic states (New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania)
35.4 per cent of the male population 21 years of age and over is
foreign born; in the New England states, 38.2 per cent; in Massa-
chusetts, 41.9 per cent; in Boston, 46.3 per cent; and in New Vork
City, 53.4 per cent.” ' Such proportions of foreign born within
the United States make any decrease in the rate of increase sig-
nificant and deserving of more intensive examination,

Practically all the foreign born are whites, the proportion white
heing ¢8.6 per cent, as compared with 884 per cent for the natives.
While the foreign-born population can be increased only by imimi-
gration, there are two forces constantly at work decreasing their
number, emigration and mortality. Fortunately fairlv compar-
- able data on all three subjects are available.

On April 135, 1910, the number of foreign-born whites in the
United States, as shown by the Thirteenth Census, was 13,345,545.

! Dr. Joseph A. Hill, Assistant Director of the Census, before the American Statis-.
tical Association, Pittsburgh, Dec. 27, 1921.
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Between that duate and January 1, 19zn. the exeess of white immi-
gration over white emigration was approximately
(See Appendix C, p, 203.)

The addition of the estimated net white immigration of 3,330,000
to the 13,345,545 foreign-born whites cnumerated in 1010 gives
a total of approximately 16,695,000 as the number of foreign-
born whites who would have been present in the United States
on January 1, 1920, had there been no mortality in this class
between the Thirteenth and Fourteenth Census dates. The
number actually enumerated was 13,712,754, This would indi-
cate, assuming the census figures and the immigration and emi-
gration figures to be correct, a mortality of about 2,930,000.
The mortality actually recorded in the death-registration states *
indicated, for the entire United States, assuming the death rate
for the foreign-born white population to be the same for the
country as a whole as for the registration states, a foreign white
mortality of only 2,413,000 for the period from April 15, 1910. to
January 1, 1920.

This discrepancy of 565,000—equal to about 4 per cent of the
entire number of foreign-born whites enumerated—probably
results in the main from three causes: First, that the mortality
returns, although satisfactorily near completeness in most states
in the registration area, are not absolutely complete and do not
cover the entire United States, so that any estimate for the
country as a whole is subject to some margin of error; second,
that the deaths of some foreign-born persons, although registered,
may have been erroncously reported as deaths of natives; third,
that undoubtedly a considerable number of foreign born, in the
period of excitement just following the war and because of the
antagonisms and prejudices aroused by it, may have represented
themselves to the census enumerators as natives.

In this study of the foreign born, considered as a general group,
regardless of sex or mnationality, it is important to review the
changes in distribution which have occurred during the 1o-year
period. Since there was little actual net increase during the
period, any considerable increase or decrease which took place in
a given state or city must have been attended by a corresponding

3,330,000,

<

! This group of states, with 75.6 per cent of the total foreign-horn white population
. of the United States in rore. was enfarged from vear to year and in 1019 was estimated
to contain go.6 per cent wf Lhw wial forelzn-born white populutiun of the vounry.

——
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decrease or increase in other areas. This does not necessarily
imply a migration from one area to another. Approvimately
5,500,000 foreign-born whites entered the country during the
decade, and an almost equal number either emigrated or died. It
is, therefore, possible for the distribution to have heen changed
quite violently during the period with practically no interstate
migration. Considerable redistribution actually did take place in
this manmner.

The races which decreased during the period were relatively
quite general in their distribution throughout the country, while
those which increased tended to concentrate in New England, the
Middle Atlantic, and the Fast North Central groups of states.
Comnsequently the changing proportions between 1910 and 1920
led to increased concentration in the Eastern states. The shut-
ting off of the stream of immigrants brought about a demand for
other persons to take their places in the industrial centers. The
incoming foreign hern huve a definite status in our economic labor
supply, and there was great demand for the type of labor which
they customarily furnish. This tended to attract such fureign
horn as arrived during the decade to the industrial centers and to
retain them there,

The redistribution which occurred from 1910 to 1920 greatly
affected certain areas. The West North Central division, which
in 1910 possessed a foreign-born white population of 1,613,231, or
13.9 per cent of its entire population, actually showed for the
1o-year period a foreign-born white decrease of 241,270, or
about 15 per cent. This area, being mainly agricultural, was
neither able to compete with the demand for labor {rom the in-
dustrial states nor to attract those immigrants who came to the
United States during the decade. The East South Central division
also showed a decrease in total foreign born, but such u change is
not of especial significance, as the foreign born in the southers
districts have always been few in number. The increases oc-
curred in the main in the industrial sections, in the Atlantic Coust
siaics, and afong the Mexican border. Massachusetts, Conneeti-
cut, New VYork, New Jersey, Ohio, Nlinois, and Michigan ail 1n-
creased in foreign-born white population. Because of the increase
in Mexicans alone, the states of Texas, Arizona, and Cualiformia
also bulked large in the total.
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The increase in practically «ll the Southern Atlantic states is
worthy only of passing notice, IFlorida being the only state in this
group to show a foreign-horn white increase of over 5,000. The
percentages of increase in these states showed marked advances
because of the small actual numbers on which based.

Increases in three states, Michigun, Texas, and California, ag-
gregated more than the net foreign-horn white increase shown by
the entire country.

INCREASE OF FOREIGN BORN IN CITIiES.

The tendeney of the foreign-horn white populution toward con-
centration in cities and large towns has long been manifest. In
1890, 61.8 per cent of the foreign-horn whites were numbered in
the urban population. This proportion increased to 71.4 per cent
in 1910, and by 1920 the foreign-born white population of the
United States had become 75.5 per cent urban. Thus at the
Fourteenth Census three out of every four foreign-born white per-
sons in this country lived in communities of 2,500 inhabitants
or over. On the other hand, during the decade the number of
foreign-horn whites in rural districts deereased 12 per cent.

It is probably true that this apparent urban movement of the
forcign horn does nat represent actual migration to any consider-
able extent. Certainly during the decade under survey the migra-
tion of the foreign horn to tlie cities was not as great as that of the
native whites or of the Negroes, Apparent migration is due largely
to the replacement of nationalities. The Germans, English, and
Seandinavians, races which decreased during the decade, have
always contributed much lower proportions of their total nu mbers
to the population of cities than have the Italians, Russian Jews,
and other races which showed increases during the decade. A
change in the proportions of these races within the country would
naturally result in an apparent urbanization movement. By tak-
ing out a number of Germans and replacing them with Russian
Jews, although the number of foreign borm within the country
might be exactly the same, the percentage urban would be made
higher, For example: During the last decade the foreign-born
white population of rural communities in the East North Central
division decreased 165,000, while the foreign-born white popula-
ion of urban communities fnereased 320,000, And yet this was
only partly a matter of urban migration. It was principally the
result of such a redistribution of nationalities, since during the
decade the number of persons of German birth within this division

o—
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decreased about 280,000 and the number of Scandinavians about
30,000, while on the other hand the Poles (using “mother tongue”’
to distinguish Poles for 1910) increased by $3,000, the Austrians
and Hungarians (using the prewur boundaries) 80,000, the Ital-
ians 55,000, and the Russians 110,000,

What such a substitution means can be realized readily by refer-
ence to the results of the rgro census, which showed that while the
Germans in the United States were 67 per cent urban and the Scun-
dinavians 53 per cent, the Russian Jews, cn the other hand, were
87 per cent urban, the Austrians and Hungarians 74 per cent, and
the Italians 78 per cent. These figures represent the tendency of
each nationality o congregateincities. Any change such as that
which took place in the East North Central division, replacing the
less urban nationalities with those more urban in tendency, would
result in an apparent cityward migration,

It is important in this connection to keep constantly in mind the
fact that the accumulation of immigrants in cities is not a fair test
of their urban tendencies. Cities are the natural points at which
immigrants arrive; they are the points at which a living of some
sort can usually be secured. The dispersion of the foreign born
to smaller communities and to rural districts is at best a slow
process. In a period of rapid immigration, the cities choke up
with immigrants. When imnugration slackens the dispersion of
newly arrived foreigners to other parts of the country can better
keep pace with the number entering the various ports.

One other factor should be considered. ‘The native white was
traditionally migratory. The war demand for city workers was
able to sweep him into industrial centers. The Negro was
also easily attracted to the cities, These influences did not so
easily affect the rural foreign born. They had come to this
country in the main for economic betterment, had gone by choice
o the rural communities, and had striven for and in general had
reached positions of comparative independence.  They had not
been in the United States long enough to become as restless as
were the native whites, even had they possessed by inheritance so
great an instinct for change. They were quite contented with
their rural life. If these foreign-born persons had been by nature
city dwellers, they would not have chosen rural life when they
entered the United States. So itis not surprising that the actual
migration of this element from country to city was of little numeri-
cal consequence.
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There was a certain type of migration from the country which
must be mentioned, and that was the movement of foreign-born
persons back to their native lands for ilitary service. Pre-
sumably, however, this movement was of greater consequence
from the larger cities, where nationalities congregate and where
enthusiasm could be more easily aroused, than from the rural
districts.

INCREASE AND DECREASE OF FOREIGN-BORN WHITE BY
NATIONALITY.

Up to this point the discussion has dealt with the foreign born
mainly as similar units. Such a discussion is fruitful from
certain viewpoints, but changes in nationalities press for analysis.
It is especially important to consider proportions of nationality,
since 'the Fourteenth Census period is noteworthy as the apparent
close of slightly restricied immigration and the beginning of an
era of restriction. The method chosen for applying the new policy
is based on the numerical strength of national groups within the
country.

For the purpose of examining the foreign-born white population
in 1920 and of comparing it with that of 1910, Table 27 has been
prepared.  There was an obvious difficulty with regard to the
enumeration of tic futeigu born at the census of rgeo, arising
from the transfer of territory from one country to another and the
formation of new countries in Europe. This table has becn
compiled, so far as possible, in such a way that similar areas are
made comparable. To obtain a figure for 1910 comparable to
that shown for Poland for 1920, the munbers of Austrians, Rus-
sians, and Germans who in 1910 claimed Polish as their mother
tongue have been subtracted from the totals for Austria, Russia,
and (cermany, respectively, and combined. Alsace-Lorraine was
tabulated separately for 1920, but not for 1910, and therefore for
comparison it was included with Germany. The area in centril
Europe was made comparable only by comparing the 1920 aggre-
gate for Austria, Hungary, Czechoslovakia, and Jugo-Slavia with
the 1910 aggregate for Austria-Hungary, Serbia, and Montenegro,
No adjustments have been made, however, in regard to the
transfers of territory from Russia and Austria-Hungary to Ru-
mania, from Austria-Hungary to Italy, from Germany to Den-
mark, from Bulgaria to Jugo-Slavia and Greece, and from Turkey
in Burope to Greece.

J—
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ALz 2@"*1“«'»!:;:11'.:-:—Er_m.\' Woaite Porvrnatiow of THE UNITED
DTATES. 1y CnUNTRY OF BIRTH: 1620 AND 1910,

COUNTRY OF Bt 1919 tana ! XYWW?;H -
elecrease ()
e S “
Allcountries. .. ... ... ... .. 13,712,754 | Xi.345.545 1 +367.100
BUIOPC. oo o | 11,877,901 |oxri.gaz,npE Hoynora3
Nort}}‘western Burope' ... ... .. 3:794:555 | 4,237,573 | —4a2.813
éngllz.md ...................... 812,828 | 870,455 - H3,627
v&gfc;md ...................... 2;4.567 261,034 ‘ - 6,467
O7 , 066 82,479 |~ 15,413
Ireland. . .... ... ... ....... ol 1,037,233 1,352,155 —314,022
Is\lon‘\imy 363,862 403,838 39,006
we. Ln 625,580 663,183 |~ 39,603
Denmark. .................... 18g.154 ! 181,621 |+ 7,553
Nc;thcrlzmds. Belginm, Luxem- ' i i o
DUTE. oo 207,09, i 173,518 4 34,51
?wttzerlmu_l, e xxg.ﬁgg ‘ 1‘1‘4.53'34 | j 231;5)
TANCE. .., o s as 118, 560 ‘ 117,230 [ “+ 1,333
Cenu"ul Burope!.. ... ... T 4,363,181 | 4,000,073 ~234.891
(vermz.my and Alsace-Lorraine. ) 1,720,423 E 2,311,083 | — 540,602
%gls::(zix, Hungary, etc...........] 1, 504.782 i 31,351, !34 l 153,650
and...ooo s 1,139,907 037,584 | -bro2,o94
Euastern I‘;'ump.c PPy e r.809,573 . 1,423.643 + 385,028
Russm,_thhumuu. and Finland.! 1,685,381 1+  1.314,051 | 4371, 330
Rumania, Bulgaria, Allnmia, | ! 1 ’
and Turkey m Europe. ... 124,102 | 109,504 ¢+ -k 14,508
; i
S<)111110r11 Furope! . ‘ 1,902,781 ‘ 1,823,038 +37B.8y7
gn-'(.iecc ..................... 4 I7s07 | 101,204 + 74,798
[taly. ..o 41,010,100 1,343,070 267,09
Spain and Portugal. ............ 116,700 79,000 + 37,100
Other Burope. ... oo e 5,001 2,853 + 3.048
AT o e 110,450 64,314 + 40,130
AMEIICH. ottt e .1 1,636,801 1,453,186 ~+z03.015
Canada. .. .oyvveei s Lobox, 117,878 1,196,070 R IR O
French. .. oooooiii e 307,780 385,083 — 77,497
Newfoundland................ 13, 242 5,070 4o M, 100
Other.....oooiiiiiiinannnes 810,092 810,987 — 805
MexICo. .o e 478,383 219,802 4253, 591
Other ADICTICH. o v vve v nrnnnnnnsss 47,208 g2,23% + 135,000
|
Other continents or islands. ............ ' 67,512 | 40, 167 4 27,548
| 1

| Hecause of the inclusion of Alsace-Lorraine with Germany, and of Albanisin erorn Varone, it aod
L obitain figures comparable with those for ryro, the titals{ur Northwestezu, Lot rad. Toasterny, wind feaethe
Europe, as given in this table, are different from these which appear in the Fourteenth Census reports

1 Austria, Hungary, Czechoslovakia, and Jugo-Slavia.

 Austris-Hungary, Serhia, and Montenegro.
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From ‘Table 27 it appears that the increase received from
Europe was about go,000, from Asia 46,000, and from America
204,000. It is of interest to note that the number of whites in
the United States born in Africa, included under * Other continents
orislands,” totals 5,222. Asia showed the highest rate of increase,
contributed almost entirely from Armenia and Syria, the extreme
western part of the continent. (It must be remembered that
the figures in Table 27 relate only to the foreign-born white
population.)

IMMIGRATION FROM EUROPE.

Europe and America were the largest two contributors to the
foreign-born population of the United States. FPromigro to 1920
America for the first time surpassed Europe in the net number of
foreign born which it contributed. Europeans in the United States
increased from 1900 to 1910 by alinost 3,000,000, or 33 per cent,
but from 1910 to 1920 their increase was less than a tenth of a
million—less, indeed, than 1 per cent. The World War had greatly
reduced immigration from Europe and had drawn heavily for
military service upon the foreign born already in this country.
England, Ireland, Scandinavia, and Germany lost numerically,
and Austria-Hungary, Poland, Russia, and Ttaly gained.

From Table 27 it is possible to compare the foreign-born white
population in 1920 with that returned in 1g9ro. Such a table
affords the most recent inventory of the change in the composi-
tion of the foreign horn within the country. Before examining it
in more detail the general currents of immigration to the United
States should be indicated. Inspection of the following table will
show the tendency of immigration for 8o years.

TABLE 28.—IMMIGRANTS FROM SprcIFiED COUNTRIES, BY DECADES!

1840-1920.!
P e e S **”ﬁ*~":§—--f-::;,;wh_w‘, e o e .«,M__..,_'::__x__.,
DECADE. | Ireland. } Germmeny . Italy. ' Russia.
e e | i ! e

1840~1850. .o 780, 710 ‘ 434, 620 1,870 EG]
18501860, oo . 914, 11Q gs1, 607 9,231 | 1, 621
18601870, 1 oo 435,578 187408 11,728 4. 530
1870-1880, . covne e 430,871 ciN, 182 i 55, 750 52,1254
1880-1800. e e rin it 655, 482 1,452, 050 307, 395 | 263, 088
38O=TQO0, + + v vranrete 403, 490 543, §22 035,094 543, 703
TQOO=TQTO0L « v nvvenrnsre 339, 005 341, 498 2,045, 877 | 1,597 300
TOIO=T020. - v vmvenreone 145,937 | 143,045 | 1106, 824 n21, 057

1 Seatistical Abstract of the United States, 1030, Table b8,

The Irish and Germans were the lirst foreign born other than
British to come to the United States in any great numbers. In
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1850 the Irish constituted 42.8 per cent of the total foreign bomn
in this country. In 1860, with a total forcign-horn population
of 4,138,000, the Irish numbered 1.611. 501 and the Germans
1,276,000, indicating that these two natienalities formed about 70
per cent of the total, Their numbers continued to increase until
in 1890 there were in the United States nearly 2,000,000 Irish and
3,000,000 Germans. The great influx from these two nationalities
began to slacken by the Twelfth Census, rgoo, and the total
number of either nationality entering the country as imnugrants
during the 20 vears from 1900 to 1920 failed to reach half a
million. Although the Germans still maintained the position
which they first reached in 1880 as the nationality predominating
among the foreign born in the United States, Irelund, first i 1870,
Jdescended to third position in 1910 and was sixth i 1920.

Paralleling the reduction in the number of Irish, the number of
Cermans in this country has decreased by approximautely 1,000,000
in the last 20 years, Although during the 10 vears 1goG 1o 1910
the decrease was only about 11 per cent, it umounted to over 25
per cent for the decade 1910 to 1920.

It must be remembered that restrictions recently imposed will
make impossible the arrival of any great numher of immigrants, ut
least for half the decade.  The decrease in the vaber of German-
Lorn, in general, lias been vnifurin throughout the Natinn, There
seems to be very little net migration of tiis class hetween the
states. The cities, to be sure, show a higher rate of decrease
than the rural districts, but the presumption is thut the bulk of
those who returned to Germany for military service in the early
years of the war were drawn from ihe cities. The national
feeling is more easily maintained and aroused when the national
atmosphere is to some extent developed in a racial group of
considerable size, such as is found only in cities. Here are the
rates of decrease shown by Germans i ome of the larger citics:

LECREASH. tlw DPECREASE,
L e e e v
CITY. -“-’*"—"“""""—— 'i 233 } -
! I . - er
Numher, E Porcent. l‘l Numlwr, cent
- e+ e s e —— :77 4.__.\i,._.._.., —
New York.......-. 83,053 | 302 g’hﬂadc}phm. S 'f(’i: 35 3
Chicago....coevvee- 70, 00T 384 St Lovis. ... o 17,677 37
Milwankee. .. .. oove- 25,035 § 356 l, Detrost. .. ...... .. 1 L4427 323
i | .

-
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With the rate of decrease for the larger cities so much above
the general average of 25 per cent, it is necessarily true that the
rate of decrease in smaller cities or in the rural districts must be
lower.

In 1870, 87 per cent of the total German-horn population of
the United States resided in three geographic divisions—the Middle
Atlantic, Tast North Central, and West North Central. It is
interesting to note that in 1910 there were still 84 per cent of the
Cermans in the same area, and in 1920, 83 per cent.

The two races which have shown the greatest increases in the
last decade are the Italians and the Russians, the Italians having
increased 267,039 and the Russians 371,330, the latter principally
of Jewish blood. This is a continuation of an immigration which
has been rapidly growing since 1880. During the decade 1900 to
1910 the Italian immigrants outnumbered, more than four to one,
the Ttalians already in the United States at the beginning of the
decade.  Over 80 per cent of the Russians and 85 per cent of the
Jtalians are in the New ngland, Middle Atlantic, and Fast North
Central states. In 30 years the number of Italians in the United
States has multiplied 36 times, that of Russians 39 times.

The tendency of these two races toward urban life is thus very
marked, In the State of New York, for example, of the 545,000
Italians present in 1920, over 440,000, or 81 per cent, were in
cities having 100,000 inhabitants or more. New York City alone
contained 72 per cent of all the Italians in the state. The Russians
show an even greater tendency to concentrate in cities than the
Italians, nearly nine-tenths of the Russians in 1920 being massed
in urban communities.

The foreign born in the United States, at first almost entirely
from northwestern Europe and Germany, at recent censuses have
shown increased proportions from the southern and eastern parts
of the Continent. Upon the classification of the principal countries
contributing to the foreign-born element in the population of the
United States, according to numerical strength at the last three
censuses, 1900, 1910, and 1920, the following changes appear:
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TABI,E_;().—COUNTRIES RANKED Accorning TO0 NUMBER CONTRIBUTED
TO FOREIGN-BORN WHITE PorupnaTion oF THE UNITED STATES, 4%
ENUMERATED IN Sprerrinn Cexsus YEAar: 1§20, 1910, AND [Q00.

Rank, 1520, Runk, 1aa. Rank, 1900.
1. Germany. 1. Germany. 1. Germany.
2. Italy. 2. Russia. 2. Ireland.
3. Russia, 3. Ireland, 3. Canada,
4. Poland. 4. Italy. 4. England. |
5. Canada, 5. Cumada, 5. Sweden,
6. Ireland, 0. Austria, 6. Russia.
7. England. 7. England. 7. Austria,
8. Sweden. 8. Sweden. 8, Italy.

9. Austria, 9. Hungary. 9. Norway.
10. Mexico. 10. Norway, 10. Scotland.

The steady advance of Italy aud the gradual retirement of
Ireland are the two outstanding features of this table. The fal-
lowing diagram presents in graphic form the principal nativities
present in the foreign-borm population, for 1920 and 1910:

FOREIGN-BORN POPULATION BY PRINCIPAL COUNTRIES OF DIRTH: 1420 ANTE 119,

HUNDREDS OF THCUSANDS

0, 6 1o 15 20 ]
GERMANY AND 1920 R
ALSACE ~LORRAINE (g1 I, LI
RUSBSIA ,LITHUANIA, 1820
AND FINLAND 1510 LA AP LA
1820
ITALY vet0
AUSTRIA , HUNGARY,, 1920
ETC. % 1910
NORWAY , SWEDEN, 1920 o |
AND DENMARK 1910 |22 PGS
OLAND 1920
P N 1910
ENGLAND , SCOTLAND, 1920
AND WALES 1810 AL
CANADA AND 1920
NEWFOUNDLAND 1810
1920
IRELAND 1910 sl S

*Includes, fur 1920, Austria, Hungary, Czecheslovakia, snd Jugo-Slavia, and, fur o1, AusiriaHon-
gary, Serbia, and Mootenegro,

.



IMMIGRATION OF MEXICANS AND CANADIANS.

In America there is constant interchange of population swith
the two countries hordering on the noerth and south, Canada uand
Mexico. There is considerable uncertainty with regard to the
permanent residouce of many Mexicans in the United States at
the census date. Although in the past there have heen certain
waves of emigration from the United States to Canada, the
tendency toward the warmer climate on the whole strongly pre-
dominates. There is at present, however, little emigration of
Ammericans to Mexico.

Of all the nationalities which have been added in recent vears
to the population of the United States, the Mexican increase
since 1900 is especially worthy of note. In the decade 1gon to
1910 the number of Mexicans in the United States more than
doubled, increasing 11s per cent. This number, 219802, in
turn doubled during the 1n-vear period 1910 to 1920, reaching the
total of 478,383, an increase of 118 per cent.! The influx centered
mainly in three states, Texas, California, and Arizona. Texas
received nearly 0 per cent of the increase, or 123414 O
and agricultural developments in the United States and uu-
<ettied politdeal and economic conditions in Mexico are probably in
the main responsible.  In 1920 practically one-quarter of a milliou
of the population of Texas were of Mexican birth.  Adding Arizonu
and California to Texas accounts for about 8o per cent of the i~
crease of Mexicans., The fact that these three states reported this
noteworthy influx during the decade placed them before all the
other states in rate of increase of foreign born from 1910 to 14920,
the foreign-born white of Arizona increasing 67 per cent, of Texas
so per cent, and of California 32 per cent. The immigration of
Mexicans during the previous decade to the same three states
represented also about 8o per cent of the increase of that nation-
ality in the United States. Because of the shortness of the period
under investigation, and of the extremely abnormal conditiong
prevailing in Mexico near and after the end of the Diaz rdgime
in 1911, up to the end of the decade, the permanence of such a
movement can not be determined.

“lable 30 shows the distribution, by geographic divisions, of the
British Canadians in the United States, as enumerated at the
censuses of 1920 and 1910.

' It is probable that many Mexicans of mixed white and Indian blood, in whom
the Indian strain predominated. were improperly classed as white,

J—
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4 2 A >~ TIITTTR ¢ : * ¢
LaBLE 30.,—NUMBER OF WHITE Canapians, OrHer THaAN Frencu, sy
GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS: 1920 AND 1910.

GHOGRAPHRIC DIVISTON, " 1920 ’

_ : !

) S e
Total ... ... oo 810,002 { 810,007
New England ‘ 223,071 t g, 45y,
e o T : 33, 245,850
Middle Atlantic. ............ ... ... . ... .. ' 1:32,6):;9 | 1?«:.0719
East North Central....................... ... .. ; 222,213 | 223,072
West North Central. ... L. i 69,783 B1,073
South Atlantic. . ............ .. ... ... .. ... ! 12,050 7,728
Bast South Contral. .............. ... . . . ... .. \ 2,987 1,000
West South Central................ .. ... . ... ... | 8,108 7,500
Mmp}tuiu ....................................... ! 30,183 ( 10, R0l
Pacific.......cooo oo IR 110,758 1 88,210

The British Canadians in tie United States showed practivally
no change in number, and apparently there was little migration of
British Canadians within the United States; New Fngland amd the
frast North Central states still maintained the majority and re-
taineditin similar proportion.  The French Canadians, on the other
hand, have not proved as stable but ave shown w decided decreuse.
This was not a new tendeney on their part.  During the previons
decade they deereased 9,378, or 2.4 per cent. This tendeney, wo
slight in that decade, increased to considerable proportions hetween
1910 and 1920, during which period the number of French Canadians
in the United States decreased by 77,297, or 20 per cent.  Michi-
gan, New York, and New Iingland are the areas reporting the
largest numbers of French Canadians. In 1910 over two-thirds
of this class of the foreign-born population were concentrated in
New England, half of them heing in the single state of Mussa-
chusetts. The decrease, however, was not proportionally us great
in this group of states as in the rest of the country, New Lngland
with two-thirds of the French Canadians bearing only one-lhuli of
the decrease. ‘The states which lost most heavily were New York,
Michigan, and Minnesota. The decrease for New England was
low enough to indicate a reduction due mainly to mortality, The
rate for the rest of the country, however, was so high as to raise
the presumption that a considerable return to Canada had taken
place.

o
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AGE CHANGES AMONG THIE FOREIGN DBORN.

”

Considerable light on age changes during the decade is found
by a comparison of age distribution of the foreign-born whites
m the United States as returned in 1910 and 1g20.

PER CENT DISTRIBUTHIN,

AGE GROUP, ! T
‘ HA] - ! 610
Under 18 years............. 0.2 8.1
18~44 years................ 54.3 57.0
45 years and over.......... 39.3 34.3

The checking of immigration during the last five years of the
decade resulted in the changes of age distribution noted. There
is a decided increase in the proportion over 45 for 1920 at the ex-
pense of the younger groups. If there were no immigration, in 45
years obviously 100 per cent would be over 45 years of age. It
is necessary for immigrants to arrive continually in order to main-
tain an unchanged age distribution. The decade developed an-
other cause of change in age proportions, the emigration of en
to their native lands for military service, which drew only from
the younger adults. This * growing old’" among the foreign born
as a whole is exactly the process that has been going on for 40
years among the Irish and Germans—a decrease in immigration
and a correspondingly larger and larger proportion in the older
age groups. Since the average age is higher, the mortality rate
must be higher.

Tt is worthy of note that the Irish have shown the greatest rate
of decrease, by and large, in the districts in which they are fewest,
the average rate of decrease being 23 per cent and that for the five
agricultural districts, exclusive of the Pacific division, averaging
33. The three industrial groups of states showed a lower aver-
age rate, 23 per cent, while the Pacific division, with a rate of 14,
demonstrated cither a migration to that division or that a younger
group of Irish with a lower death rate resided there.

CHANGES IN PREDOMINATING NATIONALITIES IN LARGE CITIES,

It remains to point out the chauges which occurred from 1a10 to
1920 in dominant nationulities in the principal urban, and hence
foreign-born, centers. The foreigners upon entering the country
tend to comcentrate in certain cities, where their countrymen are

frwe—
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numerous and where their previous European environment can to
some extent be reproduced. The decade from 1900 to 1910 showed
very few changes in the nationalities predominating within cities.

Below is Table 31, making comparison of the same citiesin 1910
and 1920. Were the comparison to include 1goo, the decade 19oo-
1910 would show but g changes in the leading two nationalities for
the 19 cities here considered,

TABLE 31.—DOMINANT NATIONALITIES AMONG FOREIGN-BORN WHITES
1N Crries HAVING, IN 1920, QVER 250,000 INHABITANTS: 1920 AND IGIO,

920 ' 1910
ary. gt .
First, Second. First. Second.
Baltimore. ............ Russiens, Gernmine ! Germans. Russians.
BOStOn . . .vveeninins Irish. Canadiens, Irish. Conadiuns,
gluﬁalo ............... Poles, Germuns. || Germans., Cunadians.
RRCAT: 1o T Poles, Germans. 1 Germans, Austrians.
Cincinnati............ Germans. Russiamns, [ Gernuns. Tlaggurians,
Cleveland............ Poles, Hungarians, || Austrians. Germuans.
Detroit. . ............ Canadians. TPoles. Jernms. Cimadiuns.
Jersey City............| ltalians. Irish. Germans, Irish.
Los Angeles, . ........ Mexicans, Canadians. Germuns. Canwlinns.
Milwaukee. .......... Germans. | Poles, U Germans, | Russians,
i ‘
1}
Minneapolis. .. ........ Swedes. Norwegians, | Swedes, [ Norwegians,
New Orleans. . ....... 1 Italians., Gennans. | Ttulians, {ermuns.
NewYork..........., t Russians. Ttalians, . Russiuns. Hallans.
Newark............... \ Italians. Russians. o Germans, i Russians.
Philadelphia,......... 1 Russiuns. Irish. i Russians, | lIrish.
i i
s ! | .
Pittsburgh. . ........ } Germans. Poles. _ Germans, | Russians.
St Louis. .....ovvnvns Germans, Hussians, Germums. | Russiuns.
San Francisco......... Itulians. Germuns. Germuns. | Irisgh,
Washington. .. ....... Russians. Irish. Irish. | Germans.
\ |

The decade 1910 to 1920 shows changes in 13 of the 19 cities,
Some, however, are due to the introduction of Poland as a nation-
ality, and may not signify much change in the predominance of
nationalities. The remaining six cities maintained the same two
nationalities in the same order of rank in both r1gro and 1920.
In Boston the Irish still hold first place and the Canadians second,
but the latter show a considerable decrease for the decade and
are closely followed by the Russians and Italians. Minneapolis,
New Orleans, New York City, St. Louis, and Philadelphia all
reported no change during the decade, but the Italians in Phila-
delphia lacked less than 1,000 of exceeding the Irish, increasing in
mumber as the Irish decreased. Los Angeles alone of all large
cities showed two foreign-born American nationalities predomi-
nating—Mexicans first, Canadiuns second.
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A cross section the other way proves equally interesting. In
1910 Germans predominated in 12 of the 19 cities and were second
in three. In 1920 the number of cities in which Germans pre-
dominated had dropped to 4, while those in which they held
second place had increased to 5. In 6 cities the German element
had dropped out of the first two places entirely. Arising to take
the place of the Germans were the Italians and the Russians, each
having achieved primacy in 4 cities, although Italy led in but 1
and Russia in but 2 in 1910. Poland, a country which may have
been represented by Austrians, Russians, or Germans in the 1910
list, led in